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SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1953 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SuscoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATK THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
THE INTERNAL Security Act, aND Orner INTERNAL 
Securitry Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, PC. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a. m., in room 
457, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner, chairman 
of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner (chairman of the subcommittee), Hend- 
rickson, Welker, Smith of North Carolina, and Johnston of South 
Carolina. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; Benjamin 
Mandel, research director. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

The Senate Internal Security Subcommitte of the Eighty-second 
Congress under the direction of Senator McCarran, its chairman, held 
hearings on subversive influence in the educational process in Septem- 
ber and October of last year in New York City. It heard 40 witnesses, 
and filed an interim report, a copy of which I now offer for the record 
of this subcommittee. The record of this predecessor subcommittee 
contains evidence that there are many hundreds of teachers organized 
by the Communist Party in a secret underground operation, the plan 
for which has been imported from abroad by high Communist leaders. 
Subversion organized so purposefully is properly the object of our 
attention, and this subcommittee intends to pursue this inquiry. 

In the course of this preliminary inquiry, the subcommittee found 
that legislative investigations, insofar as they have sketched the pat- 
tern of Communist infiltration in the local school systems and centers 
of learning and exposed individual infiltrators caused local authori- 
ties and academic institutions to take protective action against sub- 
versive forces. For this reason it is hoped that these hearings will 
continue to engender a resistance ¢ all over the Nation to the encroach- 
ments of Communist infiltrators. *The obligation, however, remains 
primarily an obligation of local authorities and individual colleges. 

If a totalitarian organization such as the evidence shows to exist in 
our Nation’s schools is allowed to flourish in our institutions of learn- 
ing unexposed and unchecked, not only will our youth be infused with 
seeds of their own and the Nation’s destruction, but academic freedom, 
the right to free inquiry, the right to dissent, the development of our 
culture, and the right to express free ideas and free thoughts will be 
choked and stifled. We have seen that where the Communist organi- 
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zation prevails in any country, or in any institution, that there free 
expression and independent ideals perish. 

‘The subcommittee welcomes the expression of support from teachers 
and educational organizations which have shown a clear understand- 
ing and appreciation of the hearings. Senator Ferguson, presiding 
at the first session of last year’s hearings, set forth the purposes of this 
inquiry with this statement: 

The training of our youth today determines the security of the Nation 
tomorrow. 

The nature of this inquiry will be national in scope, and will seek to 
determine whether or not organized subversion is undermining our 
educational system. 

At this time we will call our first witness, Mr. Shaftel. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Shaftel, will you stand, please ¢ 

The Cuairman. Do you swear that the evidence you will give in 
this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, SO help you God ¢ 

Mr. Suarreu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF OSCAR H. SHAFTEL, QUEENS, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED 
BY JOSEPH FORER, ATTORNEY AT LAW 


The Cuatrman. You may state your full name. 

Mr. Suarrex. Dr. Oscar H. Shaftel. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present address ? 

Mr. Snarrer. 3915 Forty-fifth Street, Queens, N. Y. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Suarret. Teacher, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you teach ? 

Mr. Suarrer. Queens College, New York. 

Mr. Morris. What do you teach? 

Mr. Suarren. I am assistant professor of English. 

Mr. Morris. What is your salary as such? 

Mr. Suarren. I think it is a bit above $6000, about $6,100. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Shaftel, were you educated in the New York school 
stem / 

Mr. Snarren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you born in New York City. 

Mr. Suarrex. Yes, sir. I was born in Brooklyn. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Shaftel, are you presently a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 


ea 


Mr. SuaArret, Sir, may I in responding to your question request the 
privilege to read a statement which I have prepared for this? 

Senator Smiru. Let us answer the question. That is what we have 
asked you. 

Mr. Suarret. I think that we went through this yesterday, gentle- 
men, and from the assemblage in the room this is obviously a very im- 
portant day in my life, and I think that the request to ask you to read 
two pages of material is not too much of an imposition on your time 
at this time. 

Senator Jounston. Mr. Chairman, he can answer the question. 

The CratrmMan. You can answer the question, Mr. Witness, whether 
or not you are a member of the Communist Party. We do not need 
a two-page statement of philosophy to answer it. 
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Mr. Snarren. I think the answer to the problem does require an 
explanation. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you want to explain whether or not you are 
a Communist ? 

Senator Smira. Mr. Chairman, I think we will have to remove 
counsel from the secret conversation and let him sit far enough away 
so we can let him make his objections, let him protect the rights of 
his client as I think all of us want him to do fully, but I do not think 
that we should allow counsel to whisper with the witness any more 
than you would expect a lawyer in a trial in a courtroom to go up to 
the witness stand and whisper to his witness what he should say. I 
think that is improper. 

Mr. Forer. Mr Chairman, may I be heard for one second? As I 
understand it, the precedure before this committee and other investi- 
gating committees of the Congress has been that counsel is not per- 
mitted to make objections, but that he is permitted to sit next to the 
witness, so that if the witness wishes to inquire as to his legal rights 
from counsel, he is permitted to do so. That is what happened 
here. 

Senator Smiru. The point about that is we cannot tell what happens 
when you have a whispered conversation. If your client wishes to 
ask you, “Shall I answer that question or not” where everybody can 
hear, that isone thing. We want his rights protected. 

The Cnatrman. We want the answer of the witness, and not the 
answer of the attorney. 

Mr. Forrr. Of course you want the answer of the witness. As I 
understand it, you are allowing the witness the right of counsel. 
If you are not allowing counsel to object, as I understand it, and you 
do not allow the witness to consult his counsel, you are depriving him 
of counsel at the hearing altogether, which is contrary to the practice 
of this committee and every “other committee. What do you want 
counsel to do? If you want him to have him without the privilege 
of counsel—— 

Senator Smirn. Not at all. 

The Cuarrman. I stated this: If the witness wants to talk to coun- 
sel he should ask the chairman if he may ask the counsel a question to 
find out his rights, and whether or not he should answer the question. 
We want the answer of the witness. We do not want the answer of 
the attorney to every question. 

Mr. Forer. Of course, I understand that fully. There seemed to be 
some misunderstanding because the prior practice of this committee, 
as well as other committees, was that the witness, whenever he wants 
to speak to counsel, does so. If you want to clarify that, by saying 
he should first inform the Chair that is desired, that is all right, but 
I must say speaking for myself, I rather resent the insinuation that 
I put words in the witness’ mouth. I don’t. My only function is 
to advise him if he seeks advice. 

Senator Smita. The point is we cannot tell what is said. I think 
everybody understands that. 

Mr. Forer. That is inevitable, if you deprive counsel of the right 
to object, as you do. 

Senator Henpricxson. As I understand it, as long as the advice of 
counsel is sought openly so we can hear it, that will be in order. 
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The Cnamman,. That is the only point of objection. 

Mr. Forrer. Do you understand the situation ? 

Mr. Suarrex. Am I to understand that any question I ask my 
counsel is pub lie property £ 

Mr. Forer. No. 

The Cuarmman. While you are on the witness stand, yes. If you 
want to ask your counsel whether or not you should answer the 
question, that is perfectly proper, but not whispered conferences. 
We want your answers, not the attorney’s. - 

Mr. Suarrev. Believe me, sir; that is all I asked him. 

Mr. Forrer. Excuse me. I am still a little obscure, Senator, and 
I] think it may save time. As I understood your ruling earlier, it was 
that if he wanted to consult counsel, he should inform or inquire of 
the Chair. Are you also saying that he should consult with the coun- 
sel out loud, because I think that is, in effect, a deprivation of the 
right of counsel. 

The Cuamman. No. We want an answer to the question. If he 
has any doubt he should ask the chairman if he can confer with his 
counsel. 

Mr. Foren, Privately ? 


The Cuairman. Yes. Now will you answer the question? 
(The witness eyes | with his counsel. ) 
Mr. Suarre.. Yes, sir. Because I consider such a question an in- 


vasion of my rights as a citizen, because I consider that it does great 
harm to the academic profession, especially on the grounds of an in- 
vasion of academic freedom and the function of the academic body 
to settle its own rules as to the effectiveness, the hiring, the teaching 
ability and the competence of its teachers, because in effect, as in the 
past, the result of this kind of inquiry has effectuated in the auto- 
matic deprivation of teachers on tenure from their positions without 
academic trial, without a preferment of charges in dereliction of acé 
in ‘mic duties, I must protest this line of attack, this line of question- 
ing. I feel that the only way to approach this problem and maintain 
my dignity as an individual, and to maintain the standards of the 
icademic profession, is to assert my rights under the Constitution, 
the first, the fourth, the ninth, and the fifth amendments, claiming 
the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Jounsron. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask one question on 
that. If you are not a Communist, and you would answer the. ques- 
tion, “No, I am not a Communist,” would that in any way affect or 
jeopardize your employment ? 

Mr. Suarret. Sir, the point that I tried to make was that in the 
general principle involved that the teacher with respect not only to 
his own employment, but also to the general responsibility he holds 
to the profession, its independence and its dignity, must not entertain 
such questions. 

The Cuatmrman. The Chair overrules the objection of the witness 
to answering the question on the grounds stated, with the exception 
of his objection to answering the question on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. This committee recognizes that as a valid reason for 
not answering the question. 

Mr. Suarret. May I ask, sir, I gather then that the first amend- 
ment, which is the amendment that speaks of association and speech, 
is not relevant in this situation ? 
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The Cuarrman. We do not recognize that as a valid objection to 
answering the question that was asked you, but we do recognize your 
ae tion based on the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

ou may proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Suarren, May I say now that I have answered the question, 
may I have the privilege of reading the statement? I think your 
only objection to my reading my statement before was— 

The Cuamman. You may file your statement. 

Mr. Suarrew. Sir, I think there is a greater stake involved than in 
simply filing my statement with the very competent person who could 
get it, I am sure, from reading it. There are to my amazement many 
newspapermen in the room; for the first time in my life I face a battery 
of photographers, and I know now what it means, klieg lights in con- 
gressional chambers. There is a room full of people whom I don’t 
know. I think I have ther ight to request at least to be heard. 

The Cuarrman. You may file your statement, and it will become a 
part of the record. 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question of 
the witness? 

Mr. Shaftel, if I were to ask you this question, have you ever been 
convicted of crime, would you refuse to answer that question ? 

Mr. Suarret. Sir, that is a question of fact, is it not? 

Senator Henprickson. I am not arguing with you. I say if I asked 
you that question, would you refuse to answer it 

Mr. Suarrev. May I consult counsel on the nature of this question, 
sir? 

The Cuatrrman. You may. 

(The witness consulted his counsel.) 

Mr. Suarrex. Of course I would. 

Senator Henpricxson. You would refuse to answer it? 

Mr. Suarrev. I say of course I would answer it. Sir, may I press 
this point about this statement? The whole nature of my academic 
career, my attitude toward my profession, is involved here. 

Senator Smirx. Mr. Chairman, I do not think we should have to 
listen to a speech by this man. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair has ruled you may file your statement 
with the committee, which will become a part of the record. 

Mr. Suarrer. It will become a part of the record? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Suarret. Then I proceed on the assumption that we assume 
there is nothing in this statement, not having heard it, that could 
possibly influence you in the line of questioning, and the attitude you 
take toward this problem. 

The Cuarrman. That is correct. 

Mr. Suarrev. Your minds are completely made up. 

Mr. Morris. Why do you not pass the statement over to the chair- 
man ? 

Mr. Suartet. This I shall do, but from the nature of the approach 
you hi ive taken to this statement, and my plea to be heard, the assump- 
tion is that nothing I could say could in any way influence your line 
of questioning. 

The Cuarmrman. Not in answer to the questions being propounded 
to you by counsel. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Shaftel, this is the same statement in substance 
that you gave yesterday ? 

Mr. Suarren. No, sir. There are, I think, some points there that I 
feel reasonable to change and I should like to have this statement read 
into the public record. I think this is my right, is it not ? 

The Cuairman. Mr. Reporter, this will be incorporated as a part of 
the record, and marked “Exhibit 1.” 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 1” and is as 
follows :) 

Exuisit No. 1 


STATEMENT or Dr. Oscar H. SwHarrer, ASSISTANT PROFESSOR OF ENGLISH, 
QUEENS COLLEGE, NEW YORK 


I wish to protest strenuously the line of inquiry this committee has been 
following. It is such procedures by this and other committees that have helped 
degrade the teaching profession, that have helped make young people reluctant 
to go into teaching, and have debased the quality of those who prepare to teach 
our children. I aim only a frayed-cuffed teacher who would like to be proud of 
his profession, but I am sick at heart at what you have helped do to it, and 
to the young people whom we are supposed to help grow into confident, self- 
reliant, independent American citizens, able to make a mature choice of the people 
who will make laws for them. What are you doing to help the school system? 
My little boy, who is in the first grade, has already had five teachers since 
September, and this is in one of the finest public schools in New York City. That, 
and hiding under desks in fear of bombs, make a pleasant, secure start in 
learning 

I am sick at heart at the obscene spectacle of college presidents falling all 
over themselves, like Keystone cops, in haste to fire teachers who have taken 
a principled stand against the encroachments of this committee on the academic 
profession, on the judiciary, and on the responsibility of local agencies in 
administering the schools. I am sick of teachers huddling separately in fear, 
hoping maybe a McCarran or a McCarthy or a Velde committee may overlook 
the bad thing they once said about fascism, or the time they chose to teach 
the Grapes of Wrath in class. I am sick of feeble lunch-table jokes about 
you mustn’t say you like Charlie Chaplin, somebody at the next table may 
hear you and report you to a committee, or about the teacher wondering who 
is the paid or coerced agent sitting in his Chaucer class to check what he and 
his students say about the peasant revolt of 1380. 

You gentlemen are the makers of history. You wear the senatorial toga. 
You are named after one of the most august ruling bodies of all time. What 
happened to the patres conscripti of ancient Rome? They became lickspittle 
lackeys of tyrannical emperors, because the people had to turn to dictators like 
Julius and Augustus Caesar when the powerful senate, the foundation of the 
res publica, became the enemies of the people’s liberties. I don’t think the 
American people will have to turn to dictatorship of any kind; the founders 
of this Nation, in their wisdom and experience in the history of ancient Rome 
and of more recent England, with its star chambers and high commissions and 
inquisitions, set up safeguards of liberty in the Constitution, especially in the 
Bill of Rights demanded by the people. The Constitution, and those who fight 
to preserve it by resisting with jeopardy of their livelihood and even their per- 
sonal freedom any encroachment on it, will endure long after those who would 
destroy it join the star chamber and the inquisition in the dust heap of history. 

This inquisition is a bludgec . against academic freedom, the time-tried system 
by which the academic profession, through its constituted administrations and 
faculty bodies, accept the responsibility of what shall be taurht, and how, and 
by whom. Many colleges now make policies, syllabi, and appointments with an 
eve on what congressional committee may think. A couple of years ago the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities asked colleges to send it reading lists, 
and the latest brainchild is to go through every book in the Library of Congress 
and mark whether it is subversive or not. I warn you gentlemen, there are 
some shocking things in Plato and the Rible. You, with perhans the hest 
intentions in the world, are an incubus on the body of learning. giving it night- 
mares and you are making our colleges the laughing stock of Europe. If TI am 
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incompetent or morally turpitudinous, the college administrations are compe- 
tent to deal with me. Yet, as a result of my appearing here today, without 
accusation of crime or professional impropriety, with no due process either le,ral 
or professional, I shall probably be abruptly separated from my loved profes- 
sion. If this is not interference with academic freedom, gentlemen, what is? 

I think actions, whether legislative or personal, should be judged by their 
results at least as much as by their professed intentions. The result of this 
committee’s actions is to have already created the atmosphere feared by Presi- 
dent Conant of Harvard in his report to the overseers of Harvard, an atmos- 
phere “in which professors would be afraid to speak freely on publie issues.” 
Let me refer to a report in the New York Times of January 24, 1953, of the 
convention of the American College Public Relations Association, which brought 
out that “A growing number of faculty members are reluctant to discuss con- 
troversial issues, either on or off the campus,” and that “this unwillingness to 
‘stick your neck out’ is proving harmful to the growth of scholarship in higher 
education.” President Conant also said, “It would be a sad day for the United 
States if the tradition of dissent were driven out of the universities.” I think 
that sad day is approaching rapidly. And are you sorry? 

Another result of this committee’s action, deliberately executed, has been the 
firing of some of the best teachers of the colleges and public schools of New York 
City, admitted as such by the authorities themselves, in double-play actions with 
enthusiastically cooperative boards of education. Students have been made cyn- 
ical and contemptuous of the professions of their educational leaders to be 
“strengthening democracy” and “educating for freedom.” In my own classes a 
mark of the education major, the student preparing to be a teacher, is that he 
voices few opinions and signs nothing. Do you remember the July 4 petition in 
Madison, Wisc., in which about 113 out of 115 people refused to sign the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the Bill of Rights? If this is your objective, you have 
earned a well-done. You are doing nothing to encourage bright, alert young 
people to enter a profession, in which, according to Sunday’s New York Times, 
72,000 of our Nation’s million teachers have only emergency certification, not to 
speak of the thousands of needed teachers who just don’t exist, since of the 
100,000 qualified elementary-school teachers needed this year, there were only 
30,000 to choose from. Can you deny that the atmosphere of repression en- 
gendered by this committee is keeping good students out of teaching? 

Professedly it is neither the function nor the intention of this committee to in- 
quire into or interfere with the affairs, property, or government of the State 
of New York, its counties and municipalities, or the nomination, election, appoint- 
ment or official conduct of its employees. I proceed on this assumption. What 
then are the purpose and effect of this committee as they relate to teachers? The 
effects have been to demoralize our teachers and students and to imperil liberty. 
I include myself in this reference. I have been a teacher at Queens College since 
it opened in 1937. I am sensitive to changes in intellectual climate. Many who 
have upheld their principles before this committee have suffered in consequence. 
Nevertheless, what I say here must fit in with what I have tried to exemplify as 
a teacher to thousands of undergraduates at Queens, as faculty adviser to the col- 
lege newspaper, and as instructor to hundreds of teachers who have taken a 
graduate course with me at the City College since 1940, in preparing for higher 
teaching and administrative licenses. I wish to mention 4 years in military 
service. 

I cannot conceive of an honest fulfillment of my duties as a citizen and teacher 
while standing acquiescent during an attack on constitutional rights and an in- 
vasion of freedom, both academic and personal. I fear the consequences of this 
attack and invasion, in disregard of constitutional safeguards, both procedural 
and substantive. I can see no virtue in engaging in debate here, so I shall 
answer questions put to me as concisely as I can, except for questions that may 
involve a violation of my constitutional rights. 


The Cuarrman. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smiru. I wanted to ask Dr. Shaftel a question as to whether 
or not his refusal to testify was on the ground his answer would tend 
to incriminate him. 

Mr. SuaFren. Sir, this may seem like a trivial semantic answer. I 
don’t like the word “incriminate.” I don’t like the concept of tend 
to incriminate. I think the statement as it appears in the Constitution 
is to be a witness against myself, and I prefer, if you will, that—— 
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Senator Smiru. Are you familiar with section 903 of the New York 
City Charter ? 

Mr. Suarren. Yes, sir. a 

Senator SmirH. You have studied that and you are familiar with it? 

Mr. Suarret. I have read it. 

Senator Smrru . You know that it does use the words “On the ground 
that his answer would tend to incriminate him” when it is referring 
to the failure of a witness to testify ? 

Mr. Suarre.. Now that you remind me, yes. 

Senator Smrrn. Yes. And you are on the public payroll, are you 
not, by way of your employment in the college ? 

Mr. SHartre. That is right, sir. 

Senator Smrru. So that section 903 of the New York City Charter 
does or will apply to you ¢ 

Mr. Suarrex. It may or may not, sir. I cannot predict what the 
administrative body will do. 

Senator Smrrn. I asked you whether or not you understand that 
you do come within the purview of section 903 of the New York City 
Charter. 

Mr. Suarre. I may or may not, sir. Asa matter of fact, I believe 
that this whole question as a result of the previous activities of this 
committee is now being tested in the courts. One of the problems in- 
volved is whether section 903, which has been the instrument of the 
discharge of several of the finest teachers in the colleges and public 
schools, is properly applied to them. I think most of us will remem- 
ber that section 903 was introduced into the charter to take care of 
tin-box agents at the time, I think, after the Seabury investigation 
in New York City, and by no stretch of the imagination could, I think, 
these honorable teachers who have come before your committee on 
questions of opinion and attitude and association be in any way re- 
lated to the tin-box grafters for whom that specific section of the 
charter was introduced. 

One other point, of course, if—— 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I break in at that point? The last 
observation of the witness is a little bit out of order at this time, 
inasmuch as the only question addressed to him thus far today is 
whether or not he is at present a member of the Communist Party, 
which is an organization that has been held 

Mr. Suarre. I must object to that, sir. 

Senator Smirn. Just one moment. 

Mr. Suarret. I was interrupted. I think it is not true that was the 
only question I was asked. Mr. Smith just asked me a question, 
which I am trying to answer as best I can. 

Senator Smirnu. You have not answered it yet. 

Mr. Suarrex. No. 

Senator Smirn. I do not expect an answer from you, because I asked 
you a simple question whether or not you understood you came within 
the purview of section 903 of the city charter, and manifestly you can 
say either you thought you did or did not, or you did not know. 

Mr. Suarret. I shall give you, if you wish, having tried to explain 
that this is a matter that is now before the courts, I think that I do 
not come under section 903. 

Senator Smirn. That is all I asked you. 
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The Cuarrman. That is an answer to the question. 

Mr. Suarrev. I think 

Senator Smrru. I do not want to hear any more speech from him, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. You have answered the question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended a unit meeting of the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Suarret. I shall refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
already given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended a secret caucus meeting of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Suarret. I shall refuse to answer that question on the ground 
already given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended a branch meeting of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Suarret. I shall refuse to answer that question on the ground 
already given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been an editor of the publication, The Teach- 
ers News? 

Mr. Suarret. No, sir; I have not. 

Senator Smirn. Doctor, when you refuse to answer whether or not 
you have been a member of the Communist Party, and whether or not 
you have attended the meetings that you have been asked about, do 
you recognize whether there are any teachers in America that are 
not Communists and have not attended any such meetings? There are 
teachers that have not attended such meetings, are there not ? 

Mr. Suarre, Sir, may I consult counsel on this question ? 

The CHAtTRMAN. You may. 

(The witness consulted his counsel. ) 

Mr. Suarret. Would you repeat that question, sir? 

Senator Smrrx. I am asking you whether or not there are teachers 
in America that are not members of the Communist Party and have 
not attended meetings such as you were asked about by Mr. Morris. 

(The witness consulted his counsel. ) 

Mr. Suarret. I suppose I can answer to that, sir, that in last Sun- 
day’s Times there was a sum-up of the number of teachers in the 
United States. They numbered over 1 million. I think it would be 

rather far-fetched to believe that all 1 million teachers are Commu- 
nists, so I should assume, as a result of that, some of them are not. 

Senator Smrru. That is precisely what I wanted to get at, that there 
are teachers in America, good teachers, patriotic teachers, loyal teach- 
ers, who are not members of the Communist Party. Have you ever 
heard a loyal teacher refuse to answer whether or not he was a Com- 
munist when asked such a question under oath? 

Mr. Suarret. Sir, I have heard myself say it. I consider myself a 
loyal teacher. 

Senator Smiru. Will you tell us whether or not you are a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. SHarre. Sir, that is asking the same question again, is it not? 

Senator Smirx. Certainly. That is giving you another chance to 
answer the question. 

Mr. Suarret. [ think we understand each other pretty well now, 
gentlemen. 
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Senator SmirH. Do you refuse to answer that question ? 

Mr. Suarret. On the grounds previously stated; yes, sir. 

Senator JOHNSTON. oe tor, you re fuse because you say that would 
be having you to testify against yourself; is that correct / 

Mr. Suarret. I think the specific constitutional language is to be 
a witness against myself, sir. 

Senator Jounston. In order to be a witness against yourself, you 
have to be testifying to something that might cause you to be prose- 
cuted in the courts later; is that not true? 

Mr. Suarren. I think tr: aditionally, sir, that is the interpretation, 
and the relevance of the chapter. I think also in my own defense it is 
proper to state that the tradition behind the inclusion of this very 
important statement in the Bill of Rights dates all the way back to 
the time of inquisition of star chamber and high commission, and I 
wish to protest any implication that the invocation of this part of the 
basic law of our land implies guilt. 

Senator JoHnsron. So you state that this section of our Consti- 
tution protects a man from testifying and incriminating himself? 

Mr. Suarrev. Sir, that is your interpretation of the law. I think I 
have stated my position clearly enough for the purposes of this com- 
mittee today and yesterday, and I think I have stated my position 
clearly. 

Senator Jounston. Doctor, you do acknowledge that if you would 
answer the question simply, “No, I have not been a Communist,” then 
you would not be incriminated, and you would not be testifying 
against yourself, is that not true? 

Mr. Suarret. With your permission, sir, I would like to make a 
relevant comment on the question that you have asked. If I may, I 
want to refer to the editorial in the Wisconsin Capital-Times of Madi- 
son, Wis., of December 31, 1952. There is, I think, a very relevant 
comment which would be very salubrious for all of us to see. 

He will be asked questions that are more a matter of opinion than fact, and 
if at the end of it all— 
this is a reference to the McCarthy committee, but I think it is not 
irrelevant to this committee—— 

Senator Smiru. I object to that, Mr. Chairman. I do not see why 
we should load this record up with a lot of irrelevant comment read 
by the witness from some paper dealing with the McCarthy inves- 
tigations. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair sustains the objection and will admonish 
the witness to answer the questions. 

Mr. Suarret. I think, sir, I have answered the questions. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever run for public office ¢ 

Mr. Suarreu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell the committee what post you have run for? 

Mr. Suarrev. Yes, sir; I will be very proud to. I ran for assembly- 
man in the Second Assembly District in Queens on the American 
Labor Party ticket. 

Mr. Morris. How often did you do that? 

Mr. Suarrev. Just once. 

Mr. Morris. Were you at that time a member of the Communist 
Party? 
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Mr. Suarret. I refuse to answer that question on the ground al- 
ready stated. 

Mr. Morris. At the time you were running for assemblyman in 
Queens, were you at that time associating with persons you knew to 
be Communists? 

Mr. SuarteEu. I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. On what grounds? 

Mr. Suarret, On the ground previously stated. 

The CuatrmMan. You mean the fifth amendment to the Constitution ? 

Mr. Suarren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been editor of the Teachers News? 

Mr. Suarret. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know you have been listed in the Rampart, 
yublication of the Queens ( ‘ollege, as having been an editor of the 
Me achers News? 

Mr. Suartev. I think I remember that statement. The statement 
is incorrect, if I might add, as many other statements made by that 
student newspaper. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been associated with the Provisional Com- 
mittee for the Defense of Freedom in the Schools? 

Mr. Suarte. I think, sir, if you are referring to a group of students 
at Queens College who got together at the time that this committee in 
its previous incarnation, I think in the Eighty-second Congress, came 
to New York C ity and expressed op position to its tactics and its pro- 
cedures, and I think its ostensible objectives, then if you mean a com- 
mittee of students to protest the action of this committee, I would 
have to answer “Yes”. I don’t remember if that was the exact title. 

Mr. Morris. Your answer is “Yes,” that you did participate in that 
movement ? 

Mr. Suarret. I am not sure that is the specific name of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Morris. But you did participate in this defense organization 
which was organized by the students at Queens College ? 

Mr. Suarrev. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you tell us the extent of your participation ? 

Mr. Suarret. The extent of the participation was this, sir: They 
came to me when a colleague of mine, a very dear colleague of mine 
for a long time—— 

Mr. Morris. Who was that colleague ? 

Mr. Suarret. Dr. Shlakman. 

Mr. Morrts. Is Dr. Shlakman the woman who appeared before this 
committee and refused to answer whether or not she had been a member 
of the Communist Party under the grounds of the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Suarrex. I believe that is the proper statement, sir. They 
came to protest the right of this committee to maintain such invest1- 
gations, and they asked me to be faculty adviser. In full recognition 
of the d: anger involved, I consented to become their faculty adviser. 

Mr. Morris. And you did give advice to this group of students that 
were protesting—— 

Mr. Suarret. Not only did I give advice to this group, sir, I con- 
sented to make a public speech at the college at which a newspaper 
reporter of the local press was present, and which a photographer 
without my permission took my picture, and on the next day my 
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picture appeared on the front page of the local paper, with I think a 
rather uncomplimentary caption. That same week I got a subpena 
from this committee. 

Mr. Morrts. Who is the president of Queens College? 

Mr. Suartev. Last I heard, it was Dr. John Theobald. 

Mr. Morris You are on the faculty and you know who the presi- 
dent is. 

Mr. Suarret. I made a very sudden departure from Queens very 
early yesterday morning, having received a telegram late Friday 
afternoon, and I am simply trying to be very ¢ areful, as I understand 
you have to be before these committees, and say I think Dr. Theobald 
is still president of Queens College. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Shaftel, have you been given any instruction from 
Dr. Theobald to cooperate with the Senate Internal Security Sub- 
committee ¢ 

Mr. Suarren. I do not think so, sir. My only discussion with Dr. 
Theobald on this question—I am trying to recall exactly what hap- 
pened—lI was called after class to go to the president’s office. I did. 
As I got there, not knowing what for—this I think was on a Thursday 
before October 13, when this subpena turned up—the president was 
just leaving with some people, and the secretary of the president intro- 
duced me to a gentleman who gave me a subpena, rather sympa- 
thetically, I might say—I don’t think that is relevant, of course— 
and then the president called me at home later that evening or that 
afternoon, I forget, in response to my request. I told him I received 
my subpena. He said something to the effect of “Chin up, old boy,” 
or words to that effect. But as far as I remember, he gave me no 
instructions as to how I should deport myse.f before this committee. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I read the first paragraph of an 
article that appeared inthe Rampart? Do you know the publication ? 

Mr. Suarrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What is the Rampart? 

Mr. Suarrer. The Rampart is 1 of the 2 student publications at 
Queens College. One of the publications, of which I am faculty 
adviser— 

Mr. Morris. I think that is enough. I have an answer to the 
question. 

I have before me, Mr. Chairman, the Rampart of Tuesday, Septem- 
ber 30, 1952. On the first page of this paper, there is an article which 
is headed, “Dr. Shaftel Blasts McCarran Group.” It reads: 

All Queens College teachers have been requested to cooperate with the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee now holding hearings in New York to determine 
the extent of Communist infiltration in the city schools. The request was made 
in the form of a letter sent to each member of the faculty. 

Are you conversant with any such letter sent to you by the presi- 
dent of the college or any administrative official ? 

Mr. Suarren. Yes. There was a letter sent, I think, in which the 
president reported a resolution passed by the — of higher edu- 
cation. The exact wording of this resolution I do not remember. 
Whether it amounted to a specific direction to exactly how one should 
deport oneself before this committee, I would hesitate to say at this 
time. If you have a copy of the statement, I think it might be good to 
refresh my memory. 








SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 425 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, May this first page of the Rampart be 
inserted in our public record ¢ 

The Cuarrman. It will be inserted and made a part of the record, 
and marked “Exhibit No. 2.” 

(The document was marked as “Exhibit No. 2,” and the article 
referred to is as follows:) 


ExHiBit No, 2 


Dr. SHAFTEL BLASTS MCCARRAN GROUP 


All Queens College teachers have been requested to cooperate with the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee, now holding hearings in New York to deter- 
mine the extent of Communist infiltration in the city schools. The request was 
made in the form of a letter sent to each member of the faculty. 

Meanwhile, a provisional committee for the defense of freedom in the schools 
was formed by students after news of Dr. Vera Shlakman’s appearance before 
the Ferguson committee last Wednesday. 

Speaking at the request of the provisional committee last Friday was Dr. 
Oscar Shaftel, assistant professor of English, and an editor of Teacher News, 
the official publication of the New York City Teachers Union. 

Dr. Shaftel, who is currently running for assemblyman on the American Labor 
Party ticket, told a capacity audience of over 300 students in Ira Remsen Hall 
that to question the McCarran Act is to open oneself to prosecution. 

In criticism of the McCarran committee’s methods, Dr. Shaftel stated that 
to be asked to appear before the committee marked an individual for life. 

A witness may lose his freedom, integrity, or his job although no speeific accu- 
sations are made against him, he said. 

Dr. Shaftel, continuing this vein of thought, told his audience that the methods 
used by the committee often force a witness into a position where he must betray 
his friends or else face contempt charges. 

He cited as a recent example the case of a Brooklyn College professor, under 
fire, who asked a friend to help him make a list of Brooklyn College “Reds” 
for use by the committee. 

He quoted the instructor as saying, “I don’t care about anyone’s reputation or 
job, I have my family to think about.” 

In reference to academic freedom, Dr. Shaftel declared that the concept of 
the freedom to think is the basis of United States Government. 

He further stated that the basis of liberal education was freedom of investi- 
ration, honesty, fairness, and freedom discussion. It was his conclusion that 
the McCarran committee violated that belief. 

At. the conclusion ef Dr. Shaftel’s speech, the provisional committee estab- 
lished a lesser committee of five students to review the recent happenings in 
the McCarran investigations and report his findings. The committee will also 
apply to student council for a charter. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I also at this point introduce into 
the record section 903 of the New York City Charter of the New York 
Administrative Code which is the law of New York City with respect 
to a city official refusing to answer questions before a constituted 
tribunal ? 

The Carman. It will be made a part of the record, and marked 
as the next exhibit. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 3,” and is 
as follows: ) 

YXHIBIT No. 3 


SEecTION 903, New York City CHARTER 
Failure to testify.—If any councilman or other officer or employee of the city 


shall, after lawful notice or process, willfully refuse or fail to appear before 
any court or judge, any legislative committee, or any officer, board, or body au- 
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thorized to conduct any hearing or inquiry or having appeared shall refuse to 
testify or to answer any question regarding the property, government, or affairs 
of the city or of any county included within its territorial limits, or regarding 
the nomination, election, appointment, or official conduct of any officer or em- 
ployee of the city or of any such county, on the ground that his answer would 
tend to incriminate him, or shall refuse to waive immunity from prosecution on 
account of any such matter in relation to which he may be asked to testify upon 
any such hearing or inquiry, his term or tenure of office or employment shall 
terminate and such oflice or employment shall be vacant, and he shall not be 
eligible to election or appointment to any office or employment under the city 
or any agency. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in view of this witness’ unwillingness to 
testify to any questions put to him concerning his knowledge of Com- 
munist Activity, I suggest that we call the next witness. 

Senator Smirn. I would like to ask this gentleman one question. 

Dr. Shaftel, do you belong to any other organizations, other than 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Suarre. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smitu. What are they / 

Mr. Suarrent. It would be impossible to list all of my 

Senator Smirn. Could you name a few of the outstanding ones? 

Mr. Suarret. Yes, sir. I am very proud of my membership on 
the faculty of Queens College and my membership in the Teachers 
Union, and I am very proud of my membership in the American 
Labor Party. 

Senator Smiru. Do you belong to the Red Cross # 

Mr. Suarrev. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smiru. Do you belong to the YMCA ? 

Mr. Suarrer. No, sir. I belong to the Association of American 
University Professors, and I would like very much with your per- 
mission to read you the position of the AAUP which governs my gen- 
eral attitude on the question. 

The CuHatrman. Just a minute, Dr. Shaftel. Please answer the 
question. 

Mr. Suarre.. I am a member of the Classical Society of the At- 
lantic States. I am a member of the Modern Language Association. 
These are professional associations. 

Senator Smrru. Do you belong to any clubs, any patriotic organ- 
izations, societies, American Legion? 

Mr. Suarrez. No, sir. 

Senator Smiru. I mean any others. I am asking you a frank 
question. There is no trick in it. 

Mr. Suarrex. May I point out, sir, I think I have given my gen- 
eral picture of my attitude and affiliations. 

Senator Smiru. And you have not hesitated to tell about your mem- 
bership in these other organizations, have you? You have told us 
frankly about these. 

Mr. Suarret. May I point out, sir 








Senator Smirn. Just answer the question. 

Mr. Suarrev. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smiru. You have told us that frankly, have you not? 
Mr. Suarrev. These are matters of public record. 

Senator Smrrn. Yes, and you have answered those questions frankly. 
Mr. Suarrev. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Smrru. And you have not hesitated to say that, and answer 
those questions frankly. 

Mr. SuHarret. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smirn. Why is it that you refuse to answer whether or not 
you are a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Suarret. May I consult my attorney / 

The Chairman. You may 

(The witness consulted his counsel.) 

Mr. Suarez. I think, sir, in my general discussion I believe I have 
given my reasons Why I refused to answer that question. 

Senator WeLKER. | have one question. You stated that you are a 
member of the New York Teachers Union. 

Mr. SHarre. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Am I correct in the assumption that the New 
York Teachers Union was once a member of the CIO? 

Mr. SuHarreL. That is right. 

Senator Weikxer. Was the New York Teachers Union expelled by 
the C1O because of the fact that it was Communist dominated ? 

Mr. Suarre. If you are asking me, sir, the reason that the CIO 
expelled the Teachers Union, I would simply have to say IL remember 
a time of the specific separation of the Teachers Union from the CIO. 
I think this problem was involved. The exact nature of the accusation 
and the whole problem of who calls who a Communist, and the rel- 
evance of these matters, I think, a matter that all of you having just 
come through a political campaign would be acquainted with and 
the signifinance of such accusation I would think you would be very 
well acquainted with. But in answer to your question, I would say 
that general problem was involved in the separation of the Teachers 
Union from the CIO. 

Senator Wetker. And you did have notice that at least the CIO 
assumed that the New York Teachers Union was dominated by the 
Communist Party, is that correct ? 

Mr. Suarret. I am not sure, sir, that formulation is a proper state- 
ment of my understanding 

Senator WeLKeR. In substance. 

Mr. Suarret. In substance, I would say yes. 

Senator Weiker. Notwithstanding that fact that you, a professor 
of Queens College, did have that notice—— 

Mr. SHarrex. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. You continued to be a member of the New York 
State Teachers Union ? 

Mr. Suarret. That is correct, sir, for the reason that I do not think 
that the attitude of the CIO toward people in public life to whatever 
degree they are should govern me any more than it should you. 

Senator Weiker. And you stated a moment ago that you were 
proud of the fact that you were a member of the New York Teachers 
Union. 

Mr. SuarreL. Yes, sir, I sure am. 

Senator Smiru. That means you are proud of the fact that you hold 
membership in the New York Teachers Union which was found by 
the C1O to be Communist-dominated. 

Mr. Sarre. I won’t accept that formulation, not being exact] 
clear as to the exact wording, but I think in substance we understan 
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Senator Henprickson. Mr. Shaftel, you have invoked here this 
morning cert: iin constitutional pr ine iples ¢ : 

Mr. SuHarret. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. To protect your own individual situation. 

Mr. Suarret. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Is that right ! 

Mr Suarre.. Yes, s 

Senator Henprickson. Is it your conception that these constitu- 
tional principles were established to protect disloyalty to this great 
country { 

Mr. Suarrev. I think, sir, that they were established to protect 
freedom of opinion, freedom of association, and to protect the in- 
nocent in the assertion of these rights. 

Senator Henprickson. And even to the extent of disloyalty to 
this country ¢ 

Mr. Suarrer. Sir, I have no specific understanding of what was in 
the minds of the writers of that phrase in the Constitution, including 
the people who forced the members of the Constitutional C onvention 
to include a Bill of Rights. I think I understand historically in the 
light of the history behind the time, which I express in my state- 
ment, what that clause in the Constitution was supposed to protect. 
I beg your permission to include in the record at least a further ex- 
planation of why I invoke the fifth amendment at this time. 

The Cuarmman. That is in the record. 

Mr. Suarrer. No, sir. I would like also to have this very clear 
effective statement in the Madison Capital Times paper with respect 
to just this kind of investigation, in which the recommendations 

The Cuamrman. You may file it with the reporter. 

Mr. Suarrex. In which it recommends very strongly the invocation 
of the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrmMan. You may file it. 

Mr. Suarre.. And the reasons therefor. 

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 4” and is 
as follows :) 





ExHuisitT No. 4 
{Reprinted from Wisconsin Capital Times, December 31, 1952] 
Tue WitcH Hunt CoMES TO THE CAMPUS 


Senator Joseph R. McCarthy has announced that he is going to bring his 
witch-hunting show to the campuses of colleges and universities throughout the 
country. This announcement does not surprise anyone who has been at all 
aware of the nature of the political force he represents. 

McCarthy will not confine his witch hunt to the Communists. He told United 
States News and World Report that he will attempt to root out Communist 
thinkers. This is in line with the attitude recently revealed on the campus 
of the University of Wisconsin by a group of McCarthyites in the Young Re- 
publican organization who passed a resolution calling for the banning of all 
subversive groups on the campus, which might mean anything with the broad 
definition to subversive groups today. 

To McCarthy, of course, a Communist thinker may be anyone who reads the 
Capital Times, the Milwaukee Journal, the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, the Saturday 
Evening Post, Time, the New York Post, or any of the other publications he has 
attacked as being pro-Communist. Or it might mean anyone who defends Gen. 
George Marshall—or even General Eisenhower—against the charges of treason 
which MeCarthy has hurled. McCarthy, of course, will be judge of who is a 
Communist thinker. 
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This will give McCarthy the opportunity to use the technique which is being 
used to get Prof. Owen Lattimore. A crowd of investigators will swoop in and 
make an investigation, going back many years into the life of the intended victim. 
He will then be called before the committee and grilled on minute details of 
his life. He will be asked questions that are more a matter of opinion than 
of fact. And if at the end of it all the committee finds nothing against the per- 
son, there is always the possibility of bringing perjury charges. 

There is no way in which a person can deal with this technique of terror, 
intimidation, and oppression. No one is so infallible in memory and knowledge 
of the law that he can avoid committing what might be decided to be perjury. 
In the Lattimore case one of the charges is that he perjured himself when he 
denied having promoted communism, which is a question of opinion. Another 
is that he did so when he denied that he knew in 1936 that Outer Mongolia was 
controlled by the Soviets. Mindreading thus becomes a part of this new 
technique. 

It seems to us that there is only one way for citizens to meet this new 
inquisitorial technique. It is to rely on their rigiits under the fifth amendment 
of the Constitution and refuse to answer questions on the grounds of self- 
incrimination. This, of course, makes them subject to the charge of contempt 
of the Senate and makes it appear in the public eye that he has something to 
conceal. 

But it has the advantage of raising a fundamental constitutional right as 
the point to be disputed and determined in the courts where the rights of the 
individual are more respected than they are before a headline-hunting, television- 
mad congressional committee. It is far better to go to court on the constitutional 
point than on charges of perjury based upon testimony given under great strain 
and confusion and with a carefully conceived plot of entrapment. 

McCarthy’s decision to go into the colleges is just another step in the ruthless 
campaign of thought control which has been launched in this country. The 
Constitution means nothing to those who are back of it, so it must fall to the 
victims to make the fullest use of all constitutional rights. (Reprinted in New 
York Teacher News, February 7, 1953, p. 2, published by the Teachers Union of 
New York, Local 555, United Public Workers of America.) 

Senator Smitu. That provision was written in the Constitution to 
protect the innocent, is that one of the reasons you said just now? 

Mr. SHAFTEL. Yes, one of the reasons. I am trying to stress 

Senator Smiru. If you were innocent of membership in the Com- 
munist Party, it certainly could not hurt you to say you were not a 
member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Suartet, I think this is asking the question in another way. 

Senator SmitH. Would you mind answering the question? If you 
were not a Communist and said you were not a Communist, you 
certainly would not be guilty of anything by making that answer? 

Mr. Swarreu. Sir, under certain conditions under the hysteria of 
this time, and wandering minstrels are going around adding names to 
their memory of subversive people, you see that question is not easy 
to answer. 

Senator Smiru. I do not see why it is not easy to answer. It would 
not incriminate you to say you were not a member of the party, would 
it? 

How would that incriminate you or hurt the innocent if you said 
you were not a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Suartet. I am trying to suggest in the light of the suggestion 
of the times, in light of the opinion presented here ¥ very succinctly by 
this editor 

Senator Smiru. Why do you object to answering a simple question ? 

Mr. Suarrei. Some questions are not as simple as they appear on 
the surface. 

Senator Smiru. It may not be for some people. It is for most people 
in this room. 
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Mr. Snarrev. I am trying to explain, if you will permit me, why 
it is not a simple question. I am here trying to fight with both hands 
behind my back. 

The Cuarrman. This committee does not care for your answers as 
to why something is not a simple question. You can either answer the 
question or not answer it. Would you restate the question, Mr. 
Resco’ 

Senator Henprickson. Before he does, I would like to observe that 
it is just as simple to answer that question as it is to answer the ques- 
tion, “Are you an American?” Would you hesitate to answer that 
question ? 

Mr. Suarrev. Sir, this is a question of fact. Iam born as I pointed 
out before in the United States. I served for 4 years in the armed 
services very honorably, never missed a day in the service, rose in the 
ranks, et cetera. 

Senator Smiru. You do not mind telling you served in the Army, 
do you ¢ 

Mr. Suarret. Not at all, I am proud of it. 

Senator Smirn. But you do object to telling whether or not you are 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Suarret. I think by the very simplest laws of logic, the ques- 
tion of analogy, the question of context is very relevant. 

The Cuamman. Just a moment. Listen to the reporter as he reads 
the question. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows: 

“How would that incriminate you or hurt the innocent if you said 
you were not a member of the Communist Party?” 

The CuarrmMan. Will you answer the question ? 

Mr. Suarrer. From one point of view, yes, I think I could. It 
would add to the burden of weight upon everybody to answer this 
question. It would in a very strong way, I think, vitiate the Consti- 
tution itself, and the protections thereof 1f one were to set up a pattern 
of response. I think since these questions are improper, since they, as 
I said before, do great harm to the teaching profession, students don’t 
go into teaching, they don’t want to, many of them, because they are 
afraid to, those who do go into teaching, they rank at the bottom level 
of students who are taking the Army draft test. I suppose you know 
the reference. Isay for all of these reasons and more, which I am beg- 
ging for the opportunity to present, I think it is not a simple question, 
and therefore it cannot be answered. You can answer the question if 
the moon were made of green cheese, would you like that cheese, by a 
yes or no answer, but it would be a silly question, and you would not 
have the right to answer it. 

Senator SmiruH. Do you think it is silly to ask a man who is on the 
public payroll and teaching the youth of the land as to whether or not 
he is a Communist ¢ 

Mr. Suarre.. I am trying to suggest 

Senator Smiru. Answer my question. Do you think that is a silly 
question ¢ 

Mr. Smarrev. I think it is an irrelevant question and improper 
question. If being a Communist, for example, were completely illegal, 
then you simply bring all people before the bar of public justice. If 
it is relevant to the academic profession, it is their job to weed out 
incomptence, not your job. 
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May I point out sir, that you are asking these questions with refer- 
ence to section 903, and as a result of my answers to these questions 
there is a very good chance I will be separated from by beloved pro- 
fession for which I have prepared myself, and at which I am very 
good, if I must say so myself. This is an invasion of the academic 
profession. I think you have indicated yourself, Mr. Smith, you are 
specifically conscious of 903, and then these teachers having performed, 
they will be turned over to the secular or clerical arm, whichever you 
choose, and they will chop their heads off. 

Senator Smirn. Do you think the Communists ought to be allowed 
to teach the youth of our land ¢ 

Mr. Suarrev. Sir, may I point out—— 

Senator Smitn. That is a simple question. 

Mr. Suarrev. I can answer the question very specifically and care- 
fully in this way. I have thought of this question very seriously. 
The whole academic profession is thinking of this question. 

Senator Smirn. Do you think the Communists ought to be allowed 
to teach the youth of the land? Just answer that. 

Mr. Suarrer. If a Communist is competent in his field, I think, sir, 
in my profession I cannot imagine an academic administrator of any 
sense and magnitude and dignity saying to Shawn O’Casey, who has 
been generally associated with Communists, “You may not teach the 
drama,” or tell Picasso, “You cannot teach art in the United States.” 
I think this is the result of your questioning. 

The Cuarrman. If that Communist, teaching in the colleges and 
schools of this country, slants his teaching toward the Communist 
Party, which party’s avowed purpose is the overthrow of this Gov- 
ernment, do you think that is proper teaching ? 

Mr. Suarre.. Sir, your interpretation of these things; I want to 
point out my position is that this isirrelevant. This kind of question- 
ing will do more harm, and the point I am stressing is that it must 
be settled by the academic profession. This committee by its very 
charter, by its own declaration is not constituted to investigate into 
the carrying on of education in local communities and the States and 
the cities and counties, the : appointment of members or officials thereof, 
and therefore I wish to point out, sir, why again and again this line 
of questioning is improper and does harm to the teaching profession 
and to the students. 

Senator Smrru. You said now that these questions ought to be lim- 
ited to the academic profession. In other words, what you age saying 
in effect is that the academic profession, and I may say that in my way 
I have done as much for higher education as you have—— 

Mr. Suarren. This I question, sir. 

Senator Smiryu. You mean to say that you think that the academic 
profession ought to be above the law that 1s applied to everybody else ? 

Mr. Suarren. No, sir. If there is a clear law, and you say to the 
academic profession, “Kindly be cognizant of this law”—— 

Senator SmirH. Kindly? 

Mr. Suarrev. And if you find it proper- 

The Cuarrman. You have answered the question. Senator Welker? 

Senator Weriker. Dr. Shaftel, you stated a moment ago that if you 
were required to answer the question propounded to you by Senator 
Smith that it would interfere with the teaching profession. 
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Mr. Suarren. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And freedom of association. Do you think it 
would be competent for any senatorial committee or any tribunal 
properly set up or justified to ask you or members of the teaching 
profession whether or not you associated with thieves or burglars or 
murderers ¢ 

Mr. Suarren. Sir, here I have to insist that you are making what is 
a very improper analogy and irrelevant analogy. The performance 
of a thief, a burglar is not concerned with the problem of attitude, 
opinion, philosophy, and therefore I think this is a kind of trick ques- 
tion which I have to point out to be exactly what it is. You cannot 
ask 

Senator Werxer. I realize that I cannot trick or mislead you and 
I do not want to attempt to, but this Communist problem is quite a 
problem. 

Mr. Suarrer. May I apologize, sir, for the word “trick.” I would 
like to retract that. I do not want to cast reflection on your intention. 
The trick is as to the nature, not the intention. 

Senator Weiker. Very well. The Communist problem, I think you 
will admit, today is quite a serious problem in the world and in 
America. 

Mr. Suarren. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Have you, Doctor, ever belonged to an organiza- 
tion that you are sorry you ever joined, and would like to obliterate 
that from your record or your reputation ? 

Mr. Suarren. I am sorry, sir, if I seem to be—the method of intel- 
lectual approach to this problem, is one I assume so, and then I have to 
look back in my memory and try to fulfill the assumption. I suppose 
I belonged to a boys’ club or baseball team that I wasted time. I think 
I wasted time in a biology club in school, or something like that. 

Senator WeLker. One that hurt your reputation any ? 

Mr. Suarrer. No. 

Senator Weiker. Doctor, a moment ago you said if you were re- 
quired to answer the question about being a member of the Communist 
Party that it would add to the burdens of everyone? 

Mr. Suartet. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. I am mindful of the fact that you hold this com- 
mittee not in very high esteem. 

Mr. Suarrev. [ think I have stated—— 

Senator Werker. Just a moment. Do you think that any member 
of this committee would hesitate for one second to answer your ques- 
tion if you would ask us, “Senator, are you a member of the Commu- 
nist Party or have you ever been?” 

Mr. Suarre.. Sir, all I can say is from my general attitude, I should 
hope very much as defenders of the liberty of the Nation that you 
would see it my way. 

Senator Wetker. I am sure that I will be happy to answer your 
question as a representative of the American people any time you de- 
sire to propound that question. 

Mr. Suarrev. If you want me to respond to that, I think thereby, 
sir, by the insistence by which you ask this question and by its rele- 
vance to an invasion of the academic concept, and if I may, I suppose 
I will be refused, I should like to present President Conant’s idea on 
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this very specific point. It is only about three sentences from the 
original report which I received as an alumnus. 
Senator HEenpricKson (presiding). The committee will permit the 
item to be marked for the record. 
(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 5” and is 
as follows:) 
Exuigsir No. 5 


Excerpr FROM PRESIDENT CONANT’S REPORT TO THE OVERSEERS OF HARVARD 
UNIVERSITY, 1951-52 


[Quoted without omission] 


If there ure members of the staff of any university who are in fact engaged 
in subversive activities, I hope the Government will ferret them out and prose- 
cute them. But in’ so doing, I trust it will not create an atmosphere in which 
professors would be afraid to speak freely on public issues. Certainly if the 
trustees or administrative officers of a university were to engage in any investi- 
gation of a professor’s activities as a citizen, the life of the university would 
be destroyed. Of that I am sure. Outside of his classroom a professor speaks 
and acts as a private citizen. What his views may be or how wisely or foolishly 
he speaks is no concern of the university administration, provided he is not act- 
ing illegally as determined by due process of ldw—and the phrase “due process” 
can well be underlined in this period of tension. 

As I have said on more than one occasion in the past few years, I would not 
be party to the appointment of a Communist to any position in a school, college, 
or university. There are no known adherents to the party on our staff and I 
do not believe that there are any disguised Communists either. But even if there 
were, the damage that would be done to the spirit of this academic community 
by an investigation by the university aimed at finding a crypto-Communist would 
be far greater than any conceivable harm such a person might do. 

As to the charges that some professors hold unpopular political opinions, the 
answer is, of course, they do. It would be a sad day for the United States if 
the tradition of dissent were driven out of the universities. For it is the freedom 
to disagree, to quarrel with authority on aust matters, to think other- 
wise, that has made this Nation what it is today (p. 17). 


Mr. Snarrev. I think you would edioiead my position. That 
is why I pleaded to present my statement at the beginning. All of 
these questions would have been answered. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Shaftel, the Chair has already ruled. 

Mr. Suarret. I am not pleading to open that. 

Senator Henprickson. Counsel, call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Will you step down, Dr. Shaftel. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Joseph Bressler. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bressler, hold up your right hand be sworn. 
Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing shall 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Bresster. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH BRESSLER, BROOKLYN, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Mr. Morrts. How do you spell your name? 

Mr. Bresster. Which one, the first or last ? 

Mr. Morris. Full name. 

Mr. Bresster. Joseph, J-o-s-e-p-h, Bressler, B-r-e-s-s-l-e-r. 
Mr. Morris. What is your sblens Mr. Bressler? 

Mr. Bresstrer. 15 Ludlum Place, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
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Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Bressuer. I am assistant professor of health and physical edu- 
cation at Brooklyn College. 

Mr. Morris. Is Brooklyn College a New York City college? 

Mr. Bressier. It is under the board of higher education, yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been teaching at Brooklyn College ¢ 

Mr. Bressuer. 26 or 27 years. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you educated ? 

Mr. Bresster. I was educated in New York City. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bressler, have you ever attended meetings of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Bresster. I object to that question and I refuse to answer 
it on the grounds that I consider this committee has no authority to 
ask me questions concerning my thoughts and my beliefs, my asso- 
ciations. I believe also that in asking these questions the committee 
itself is violating the Constitution, and I shall not be a party to such 
action. 

In addition, I think this is unwarranted interference with a State 
function. This is Federal interference with education, which is a 
local matter. In addition to that, I claim privilege under the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

The Cuamman. The Chair, of all your objections, only recognizes 
your objection under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Bresster. You have no objection to my stating them and hav- 
ing them in the record ? 

The Cuarrman. They are already in the record, but the commit- 
tee will not recognize them and we overrule your objection to answer 
the questions on all the grounds stated with the exception of the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. And by the fifth amendment to the Constitution, you 
mean, Mr. Bressler, that your answer would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Bresster. I mean I am am not required to give testimony 
against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bressler, have you been active in the New York 
Teachers Union ? 

Mr. Bresster. Off and on; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Have you held office in that union ? 

Mr. Bresster. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last hold office in that union ? 

Mr. Bresster. I am not entirely sure. I think it was 1949. 

Mr. Morris. What office did you have at that time? 

Mr. Bresster. I was vice president for the colleges. 

Mr. Morris. The vice president of the teachers union in charge 
of colleges ? 

Mr. Bressier. The college chapter: yes. 

Mr. Morris. How many college teachers were under your adminis- 
tration while you held that position ¢ 

Mr. Bresster. I can’t be sure of the number because it fluctuated 
very considerably. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us your best estimate? 

Mr. Bresster. I am not sure—300, 350. 

Mr. Morris. 350. Were you at that time a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 
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Mr. Bresster. Again I refuse to answer this question on the same 
ground already stated. 

Mr. Morris. What is that, under the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Bresster. And all of the other grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in an organization called the 
Artists Front to Win the War? 

Mr. Bresster. I don’t know that I was active. I think I must have 
signed a call or something like that in connection with it. Would 
you tell me the date of that ? 

Mr. Morris. That is in 1943 and 1944. 

Mr. Bresster. We were at war at that time, weren’t we? 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

Mr. Bresster. I think we wanted to win the war, didn’t we? 

Mr. Morris. You are answering the question, Mr. Bressler; I am 
not. 

Mr. Bresster. I am answering the question. 

Mr. Morris. Were you active in that organization ? 

Mr. Bresster. I don’t know what you mean by “active.” I don’t 
think I was active in the sense of guiding it or making speeches or 
anything like that. I probably signed a call or letter that I received 
as sponsoring this effort to help win the war; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the American Student Union? 

Mr. Bresster. No, sir; I don’t think I ever have been in the Ameri- 
can Student Union. 

Mr. Morris. Have you extended greetings to—— 

Mr. Bresster. I want to qualify that. I don’t recall having been 
active in the American Student Union. I was never a faculty adviser 
of it tomy knowledge. I have been teaching for 27 years, and I have 
had lots of students, and I can’t be certain that my recollection is 
entirely accurate on the point unless you specify. 

Mr. Morris. Have you signed petitions in defense of Communist 
schools ? 

Mr. Bresstrr. I don’t know what you mean by “Communist 
schools.” I did sign, I believe, a petition in defense of the Jefferson 
School of New York City at the time it was a school—well, it was 
built on very broad principles and it was a time during which there was 
a coalition between our Government and many other governments, 
and coalitions, bipartisan and tripartisan policies, in the country. 
I believe that is the context within which I may have signed a petition 
in connection with that school. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have in the public record of the 
Internal Security Subcommittee a listing by the Attorney General 
that the Jefferson School is on the Attorney General’s subversive list. 
That is already in our record, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. I understand. 

Mr. Morris. Have you supported petitions of the National Feder- 
ation for Constitutional Liberties? 

Mr. Bresster. I don’t have any specific recollection of that. Could 
you tell me what date or about what time? 

Mr. Morris. January 1943. 

Mr. Bresster. It is possible I may have signed something either per- 
sonally or as secretary of the college chapter of the teachers union. 
I don’t have a record of the exact dates. I may very well have done 
that; yes. 








436 SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 

Mr. Morris. Do you remember that during the war the Soviet 
authorities executed two Polish labor leaders ? 

Mr. Bresster. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t remember that ? 

Mr. Bressuer. I did not remember the last time I have been asked 
it. Since I was asked before, I know what the situation is. But as I 
say, I don’t remember having signed that. 

Mr. Morris. Do you deny that, Mr. Bressler? 

Mr. Bresster. I don’t know what you mean by denying it. It is 
not something I can deny. I have been asked this question recently. 
It is in this sense that I know about the incident, but I do not recollect 
signing such a thing back in 1942 or 1943. That is all I am saying. 
I may have done it in connection again with my duties as an officer of 
the teachers union. I may have done it as an individual. I simply 
do not recollect. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bressler, I offer you— 

Mr. Bresster. Just a moment, please. May I consult my attorney ? 

The CiarrmMan. You may. 

(The witness consulted his counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bressler, I offer you these two photostats, and ask 
you if you will examine them. 

Mr. Bresster. You don’t expect me to read through all of this; do 
vou ¢ 

Mr. Morris. You don’t have to read them. Just look at what they 
are, and notice the names of the people whose names appear there as 
having signed those statements. 

Mr. Bresster. Do you have a question in connection with that? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Do you now recall that you signed a statement 
in connection with that particular execution ? 

Mr. Bresster. Does it refer to the execution? I didn’t read 
through it. 

Mr. Morris. What is this one, Mr. Bressler, The 100 Union Leaders 
Who Hit Anti-Soviet Smear. 

Mr. Bresster. My name is apparently here, but it is probable, as 
L said, in connection with 

Mr. Morris. What are you reading from, Mr. Bressler ? 

Mr. Bresster. This is page 2, Daily Worker, New York, Thursday, 
March 25, 1943. 

Mr. Morris. And that is a list of people who, according to the Daily 
Worker, hit the anti-Soviet smear which was involved in the Alter- 
Krlich case. 

Mr. Bresster. This is again-—— 

Mr. Morris. Do you know who Alter-Erlich were? 

Mr. Bressier. I do now; I didn’t at that time. 

Mr. Morris. They were the Polish labor leaders who were executed 
by the Soviet ? 

Mr. Bresster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Do you recall in the face of the evidence which is 
presented to you? 

Mr. Bressver. I am not denying anything in connection with this. 
I don’t know what the fuss is you are making about it. I said I didn’t 
recollect whether I signed it as an individual or signed it as an oflicer 
of the union. I don’t know what it is all about. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you identify that photostat, please ? 

Mr. Manpev. This is a photostat of the Daily Worker of Mare h 25, 
19438, page 2, headed, “The 100 union leaders who hit anti-Soviet 
smear,” and on this list is the name of Joseph Bressler. 

Mr. Bresster. What is the date of that? 

Mr. Manpeu. March 25, 1943 

Mr. Bresster. At that time were we allies with the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, wiil that be introduced into the record ? 

The Cuatrman. It will be made a part of the record, and marked 
the next exhibit. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 6,” and is as 
follows :) 

Exursit No. 6 
{From the Daily Worker, New York, March 25, 1943, p. 2) 
THe 100 UNnIonN LEADERS WHO Hit ANTI-SovietT SMEAR 


Here are the names of the 100 CIO and AFL trade union leaders, protesting the 
anti-Soviet campaign over the Alter-Erlich case: 


CIO UNIONS 


Max Perlow, manager, Local 76B, Furniture Workers Union. 

Sol Kitain, business agent, Local 140, Furniture Workers. 

Alex Sirota, manager, Local 140, Furniture Workers. 

Abraham Zide, financial secretary, Local 76B, Furniture Workers. 

S. Roth, business agent, Local 45B, Furniture Workers. 

Adolph Rosenblum, secretary-treasurer, Barbers Union, Local 1. 

Joseph Selly, president, American Communications Association. 

Isidore Rosenberg, manager, Joint Council, United Shoe Workers Union. 

Leo Sanders, business agent, Local 65, United Shoe Workers Union. 

Arthur Osman, president, Local 65, Wholesale Workers Union. 

Aaron Schneider, director of organization, Local 18, Book and Magazine Guild, 
UOPWA. 

Eddie Meskin, organizer, Local 18, Book and Magazine Union, UOPWA. 

Norma Aaronson, general organizer, Local 16, VUOPWA. 

Hy Dinerstein, administrator, Local 16, DOPWA. 

Alex Millstone, president, Local 830, United Retail and Wholesale Employees. 

Nathan Solomon, business representative, Local 830, United Retail and Wholesale 
Employees. 

Bernie Altman, business representative, Local 830, United Retail and Wholesale 
Employees. 

Louis Basis, director of organization, Local 830, United Retail and Wholesale 
Employees. 

Sam Nesin, business representative, Local 830, United Retail and Wholesale 
Employees. 

Bernard Segal, president, Local 10, Social Service Employees, UOPWA. 

Ann Berenholz, organizer, Local 19, Social Service Employees, UOPWA. 

Benjamin Levy, organizer, Beauty Culturists Union, Local 551. 

Malvina Freedman, secretary-treasurer, Beauty Culturists Union, Local 551. 

Abraham Schenck, secretary-treasurer, Beauty Culturists Union, Local 15. 

Emanuel Silverman, organizer, Local 30, Insurance Agents Union, UOPWA. 

Sam Kaplan, national representative, United Office and Professional Workers of 
America. 

Max Torchin, national representative, United Office and Professional Workers of 
America. 

Frank Herbst, acting manager, Local 1, State, County and Municipal Workers. 

Dorothy Funt, president, Local 1, State, County and Municipal Workers. 

Godoff Elliott, vice president, Local 129, State, County and Municipal Workers. 

M. Kleiner, president, Local 111, State, County and Municipal Workers. 

Jack Bigel, organizer, Local 111, State, County and Municipal Workers. 

Al Stearn, manager, Local 430, United Electrical and Radio Workers. 

Jonas Rosenfield, president, Screen Publicists Guild, Local 114. 

Gertrude Gelbin, secretary, Screen Publicists Guild, Local 114. 
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Evelyn Adler, war activities director, United Office and Professional Workers of 
America. 

Leon Barney, director of insurance, UOPWA. 

Joseph H. Levey, director of social service, VOPWA. 

Anna Blanck, business manager, Local 2, United Retail and Wholesale Employees 
of America. 

Ell Halpern, business agent, Local 2, United Retail and Wholesale Employees 
of America. 

Marcella Loring, organizer, Local 18, United Retail and Wholesale Employees 
of America. 

Wm. Goltz, organizer, Local 18, United Retail and Wholesale Employees of 
America. 

Sadka Brown, business manager, Local 5, United Retail and Wholesale Employees 
of America 

Sam Lewis, business agent, Local 3, United Retail and Wholesale Employees of 
America, 

A. Berknopf, secretary, Local 65, Wholesale Workers Union. 

J. Taab, East-Side director, Local 65, Wholesale Workers Union. 

Esther Ultz, East Side director, Local 65, Wholesale Workers Union. 

Leo Bernstein, downtown director, Local 65, Wholesale Workers Union. 

George Meisler, business manager, Local 1250, Department Store Empolyees 
Union. 

M. Hedley Stone, treasurer, National Maritime Union. 

Fur Workers Union: Ben Gold, Irving Potash, Joseph Winogradsky, Gus Hopt- 
man, Sol Willin, Sam Resnick, William Wollner, Julius Fleiss, Murray Brown, 
Hyman Richman, Max Kochinsky, Saul Charkin, Harry Jaffe. 

Joint Board Furriers and Dressers: Sam Burt, Morris Gumpel, Morris Cohen, 
Jack Ostrower. 


AFL UNIONS 


William Albertson, Hotel and Restaurant Employees Local 16. 
Louis Weinstock, secretary-treasurer, Painters District Council 9. 
Sam Bogorod, president, Painters Union Local 905. 
Morris Gainor, assistant secretary, Painters District Council 9. 
I, Schnurman, general organizer, Painters District Council. 
Gertrude Lane, general organizer, Hotel and Club Employees 6. 
Hugo DeWald, business agent, Local 625, Amalgamated Butchers of America. 
Jos. Coben, Amalgamated Butchers of America. 
Leon Sverdlove, organizer, International Jewelry Workers, Local 1. 
Julius Umans, executive board member, Jewelry Workers, Local 1. 
I. Kisenman, delegate, Central Trades Council, Jewelry Workers, Local 1. 
I. Kahn, trustee, International Jewelry Workers, Local 1. 
Oscar Shindler, manager, Local 579, Bakery and Confectionery Workers. 
Max Kaplan, business agent, Local 579, Bakery and Confectionery Workers. 
Mr. Altman, business agent, Local 164, Bakery and Confectionery Workers. 
Hyman Shenker, business agent, Local 50, Bakery and Confectionery Workers. 
Abe Gordon, business agent, ILGWU. 
[sidore Kaufman, business agent, ILGWU. 
N. Kersh, business agent, ILGWU. 
M. Moskowitz, business agent, ILGWU. 
L. Mandelbaum, business agent, ILGWU. 
Arnold Symes, business agent, ILGWU. 
Barnet Cooper, business agent, ILGWU. 
Mr. Kaplan, business agent, ILGWU. 
Herman Gaffer, business agent, Pocketbook Workers Union. 
Johnnie Goodman, secretary-treasurer, Local 144, Building Service Employees. 
Sidney Pudell, general organizer, Local 144, Pocketbook Workers Union. 
Larry Schnall, business agent, Local 144, Pockethook Workwrs Union. 
Joseph Bressler, secretary, New York College Teachers Union. 
Henrietta Friedman, treasurer, New York College Teachers Union. 
M. Schappes, member of board, New York College Teachers Union. 
Mr. Morris. Do you know Morris Schappes ? 
Mr. Bresster. Yes, I did know him. 
Mr. Morris. Were you active in his defense at the time of his trial # 
Mr. Bress_er. I was a member of the defense committee, yes. 
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Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party ? 
Mr. Bresster. I have already refused to answer a similar question. 
Mr. Morris. Will you answer that question ¢ 

Mr. Bresster. I will again refuse to answer on the same grounds 
already stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever run for public office 

Mr. Bresster. You mean political office ? 

Mr. Morris. Political office. 

Mr. Bresster. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bressler, will you tell us who Morris Schappes 
is ¢ 

Mr. Bresster. He was a teacher of English at City College who 
said he was a Communist in 1940 or 1941, and was discharged from 
his position at school. I joined his defense committee because I felt 
that this was a matter to be judged by the school authorities, and he 
should not simply be fired summarily for his action. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in the Communist Party at that time? 

Mr. Bresster. I have already answered a similar question. I again 
object to the question and refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet in a secret Communist meeting 
with Morris Schappes? 

Mr. Bresster. Again I refuse to answer that on the ground already 
given. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Any further questions? 1f not, the witness will be 
excused. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Hyman Gold. 

The CuairmMaNn. Hold up your right hand and be sworn. Do you 
swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing shall be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God¢ 

Mr. Goxp. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HYMAN GOLD, FLUSHING, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED BY 
JOSEPH FORER, ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Mr. Morris. Give your full name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Gop. Hyman Gold. 

Mr. Morris. Will you spell it? 

Mr. Goto. H-y-m-a-n G-o-l-d. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you live? 

Mr. Goup. 28(2 One Hundred and Forty-first Street, in Flushing. 

Mr. Morris. What is your occupation ¢ 

Mr. Gotp. I am a registrar’s assistant at the City College. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been the registrar’s assistant in 
the City College? 

Mr. Goip. About 20 years. 

Mr. Morris. Is City College an institution maintained by the city 
of New York? 

Mr. Goxp. I think so. 

Mr. Morris. What is your salary there, Mr. Gold? 

Mr. Gop. $5,050. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named John C. Ackley ? 
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Mr. Gorn. I certainly do. 

Mr. Morris. How do you spell his name? 

Mr. Gop. A-c-k-l-e-y 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Mr. Ackley ? 

Mr. Gop. Oh, not for years. 

Mr. Morris. Was he the registrar at City College at one time ? 

Mr. Goip. He was. 

Mr. Morris. Was he your superior ? 

Mr. Gop. He was. 

Mr. Morris. Was he dismissed from City College ? 

Mr. Goxp. I don’t recall whether he was exactly dismissed, but he 
was relieved of his job due to the inquiry at that time, the Rapp- 
Coudert committee. 

Mr. Morris. Was it brought out by sworn public testimony that he 
had been active in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Gotp. Exactly under what circumstances, I don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. You remember there was public testimony to that 
affect ? 

Mr. Gorp. Yes; I remember there was public testimony. 

Mr. Morris. And that time were you a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Gorn. I think that is an unfair question on your part. I think 
it is an invasion of my innermost thoughts. I think it is an invasion 
of academic freedom for you to ask a question of that sort. I have 
lived by certain democratic principles of free speech, equality in 
religious matters, and I don’t think you have a right to ask me that 
question. 

In addition to the other amendments under the Constitution, I must 
invoke the fifth amendment and refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Is that on the ground that your answer might tend to 
incriminate you? 

Mr. Gop. I think under the Constitution a man is not compelled 
to testify against himself, and therefore I don’t see any reason why 
I should answer a question of that kind. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will recognize that objection, the 
fifth amendment, but we do not recognize the other statements. 

Mr. Goip. That I have heard in this room, and that is why I was 
reluctant to even mention it. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

Mr. Gold, when you said you refused to answer that question be- 

‘ause under your rights of the fifth amendment you did not wish to 
testify against yourself 

Mr. Gop. That is right. 

Senator Smrrn. If you were not a member of the Communist Party, 
you would not be testifying against yourself to admit that—that you 
were not a member. 

Mr. Gorn. It is a difficult question, sir, to answer. 

Senator SmrrH. You know it is not any crime not to be a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr Gorn. It is not any crime. 

Senator Smiru. Yes; not to be a member. 

Mr. Gotp. Yes. 

Senator Smirn. Then if you said, “I am not a member of the Com- 
munist Party,” you would not be incriminating yourself; would you? 
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Mr. Goxp. It is a difficult question to answer. 
Senator SmMirH. Can you not answer that question ? 
Mr. Goxp. Yes, I will answer it. You see, sir, I was not always 


in the registrar’s office in the er «ve. 
Senator Smirn. I never asked a . yr about that. 


Mr. Gorp. I am trying to answer the question. In answer to that 
perhaps I can bring about why it is difficult for me. 

Senator Smiru. You are sparring for time. 

Mr. Gotp. No, I am not. I have plenty of time. I have all day. 
I can be here tomorrow, too. But I am trying to answer the question 
to the best of my ability. I was a member of the Romance language 
department at the college, and for reasons that I ascribe to anti- 
Semitism I was relieved of that job. At that time I fought the issue 
very vigorously because my previous superior thought a great deal 
of my work. 

Senator SmitH. What issue? 

Mr. Gotp. The reasons for my dismissal at that time from the 
department of Romance languages. 

Mr. Morris. You were not dismissed; were you? 

Mr. Goup. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Morris. You were dismissed ? 

Mr. Gop. Yes 

Mr. Morris. Were you a secret member of the Communist Party 
at that time? 

Mr. Goup. Again I must refuse to answer that question on the same 
erounds I did before. 

The CHamman. Had you attended Communist meetings at that 
time ? 

Mr. Gorp. I must answer the same way I did before. 

The CHamman. You mean you refuse to answer under your rights 
of the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Gorp. You did not let me answer this Senator's question and 
I am trying to answer it. May I have permission to answer it? 

The CHarrman. I thought you answe red the question. 

Mr. Goip. No, I didn’t answer it to my satisfaction. 

Senator Smiru. I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman. He is not going 
to answer the question. 

The CuamrMan. The question is a very simple question. You can 
answer the question without a long editorial speech 

Mr. Gorp. Iam not trying to makea speech. Iam trying to answer 
the question in the way I think that I should answer it. 

Senator Jonunsron. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Jounsron. I believe you stated that you wanted to answer 
the questions to the best of your ability a few moments ago. You 
testified to that ? 

Mr. Gop. Yes. 

Senator Jounsron. If you want to testify to the best of your ability, 
just answer the question whether you were 2 Communist at that par- 
ticular time or not. Answer it to the best of your ability, according 
to your own testimony here, that you wanted to testify that ws ay. 

Mr. Gown. I was relieved of my job at the time because of anti 
semitism, I must insist. I fought vigorously on that, and because I 
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invoked the aid of the Teachers Union, I was called a Communist at 
that time. 

Senator Jomnston. Nobody asked you anything about being fired 
or relieved. I asked you were you a Communist at that time. 

Mr. Goup. My ar iswer is that [ can’t just answer that “No,” because 
of the fact at that time I was called a Communist, and who knows, 
some other crackpot might call me the same thing. 

The Cuarman. It is not whether you were called that. Were 
you a Communist ¢ 

Mr. Gotp. I must re ‘fuse to answer the question on the same basis. 

The Cuamman. What basis? 

Mr. Gorn. The fifth amendment. 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, I gave him a chance to answer a 
question that could not possibly incriminate him. I gave him a 
chance to answer the question, If you were not a Communist, would 
you incriminate yourself by not being a Communist, and he refused 
to answer that. How could that possibly incriminate you, if you said, 
“No, I was not a Communist”? How would that incriminate you? 

Mr. Goin. As I have tried to explain, I have been a victim of anti- 
semitism many times. 

Senator Jenner. That has nothing to do with the answer. 

Mr. Gorp. Because I fought the issue I was called a Communist 
and who knows, somebody else might come along and call me a 
Communist. 

Senator Smrrn. Tf you gave a simple answer, “No, I am not a 
Communist” or “IT have not been a Communist” or “I was not a Com- 
munist at that time,” that would not incriminate you; would it? 
Just a simple statement, “No, I was not a Communist”? 

Senator Jenner. Can you not answer the question “Yes” or “No”? 

Mr. Gorp. No: I can’t. 

Senator Hexprickson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at this 
point ¢ 

Mr. Gold, in answer to Mr. Morris’ almost initial question you used 
the term that the question was unfair, that you objected to it because 
it was an invasion of your innermost thoughts. What did you mean 
by that ? 

Mr. Gotp. Just what I said. I don’t think anyone has a right to ask 
any questions of anyone. I wouldn’t like to ask you, Senator, the 
same question, because I respect your rights. 

Senator Henprickson. I cannot agree with you. You would have 
a perfect right to ask me that question. Anybody would have a rieht 
to ask that question, and they would get a frank answer very quickly. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gold, do you think a Communist should be per- 
mitted to teach in the public se hools of this Nation ? 

Mr. Gcip. This question has been asked before. 

The Cuamman. That is the first time I have asked you the question. 

Mr. Gop. Yes; but I was in the room and the question was asked 
be fore. 

The Cuamrman. Can you answer the question ? 

Mr. Gorn. I think jt was answered rather adequately. 

The Cuarrman. Can you answer the question ? 

Mr. Goup. It was answered adequately. 

The Crarrman. What is your answer to the question ? 
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Mr. Gotp. My answer to the question is that I think anyone has a 
right to teach in a school whether he is a Republican, whether he is 
a Democrat, Socialist, as long as he does not interject his beliefs among 
his students. 

The Cuatmrman. Do you think a member of the Nazi Party should 
be permitted to teach in the public schools of this country ? 

Mr. Gotp. May I consult with my counsel ? 

The CuarrMan. You may. 

(The witness consulted his counsel. ) 

The CHamrMan. Do you have an answer to the question, Mr. Gold? 
Mr. Gorn. I think anyone should be allowed to teach as long as he 
es not interject his thoughts into the classroom. 

The CHarrMan. That includes a Nazi? 

Mr. Gcup. Yes. 

The CHarmmMan. With their beliefs? 

Mr. Goxp, I said that the beliefs should not be introduced into the 
classroom. 

The CuairMan. Do you think that a Communist would teach in the 
classrooms of this country and not slant his belief in his teaching? 

Mr. Gop. I don’t know, sir. 

The CuairMan. Do you think it is possible? 

Mr. Gonp. Everything is possible. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Gold, were you identified before the New York 
State legislative inquiry in 1941 as having been a member of the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Goip. Yes; one individual mentioned me. 

Mr. Morris. You were a witness at that time, too; were you not ? 

Mr. Gop. I was. 

Mr. Morris. Did you deny Communist Party membership at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Gorp. I believe I did. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in fact a member of the Communist Party 
at that time? 

Mr. Goup. I must refuse to answer that question on the ground of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Isn’t the reason that you at that time denied member- 
ship in the Communist Party the fact that you knew there was only 
one witness who could testify against you at that time? 

Mr. Gorn. I didn’t know anything of the sort. 

Mr. Morris. You did not know anything of the sort ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Morris. When I said that you knew that there was only 1 wit- 
ness who could testify against you, I meant there was only 1 witness 
available to the committee at that time who had testified : against you. 

Mr. Gorn. I didn’t weigh the question at that time. 

Mr. oo You didn’t weigh the question ? 

Mr. Gop. As to whether there was oneo more witnesses against me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you consult with members of the Communist Party 
at that time in connection with your answer to those questions ¢ 

Mr. Gotp. I must refuse to answer that question on the ground of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Welker. 
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Senator Werxer. As of this moment, when American boys are fight- 
ing Communists across the sea, are you a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Gop. I think I have answered that question adequately. 

Senator WeLker. Will you answer me as of this moment, are you a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Goip. I must refuse that on the same ground IJ stated before. 

The CuarrmMan. The fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Gop. Yes. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Gold, when was it, what year, that you were 
identified by this witness as a Communist ? 

Mr. Goup. I guess Mr. Morris— 

Mr. Morris. That was 1941. 

Senator Smirn. Was it 1940 or 1941? 

Mr. Goto. Around 1940 or 1941. 

Senator Smirn. And you continued your contacts with the college 
ever since that time without any molestation ? 

Mr. Gorp. Yes. 

Senator Smirn. Despite the fact that you had been identified as ¢ 
Communist ? 

Mr. Gotp. Yes. 

Senator ae And you had made no effort to deny that you had? 

Mr. Gorp. To de ny what ? 

Senator Smirn. That you were a Communist. 

Mr. Gop. I think that contradicts Mr. Morris’ question. 

Senator Smiru. You do not deny it now? 

Mr. Gop. Pardon ? ¢ 

Senator Smiru. Do you say now that you are not a Communist? 

Mr. Gotp. No; I didn’t s ay that. 

Senator Smiru. Is ay you don’t deny it now, do you? 

Mr. Gop. No. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Gold, were you a member of the Communist Party 
when Mr. William Ca>ning testified in public session before the New 
York State Legislative Committee in 1941 that you were in the Com- 
munist Party? Were you in fact a member of the Communist Party 
at that time ? 

Mr. Gop. I have to refuse to answer that question on the same 
erounds I did before, the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatmman. The witness will be excused. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Richard Austin. 

Phe CrratrMAN. Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn? 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing shall 
be the truth. the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. so help ‘you 
God ? 

Mr. Austin. I swear that the evidence I give in this room will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. 

Senator JENNER. So help you God. Have a seat. 


TESTIMONY OF RICHARD AUSTIN, GREAT NECK, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the 
chairman / 
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Mr. Austin. Richard H. Austin. 

Mr. Morris. Is that spelled A-u-s-t-i-n ? 

Mr. Austin. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you live, Mr. Austin? 

Mr. Austin. 50 Cambridge Road, Great Neck, Long Island. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation ? ' 

Mr. Austin. I am employed in the registrar’s office in the City 
College. 

Mr. Morris. Are you acquainted with the preceding witness, Mr. 
Hyman Gold? 

Mr. Austin. I am, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended a secret meeting of the Com- 
munist Party, Mr. Austin ‘ 

Mr. Austin. I think that is an unfair question, Counsel, and I 
would like to answer that in my own way, and explain why that is an 
unfair question. 

I think Senator Johnston asked me a question that was relevant 
to that question yesterday, and I would like to answer that. 

The Cuatrman. You may answer it. 

Mr. Austin. I thought of it since I met with you Senators yester- 
day, and we did go over this very thoroughly yesterday, and T gave 
my testimony, and I feel I am being somewhat harassed by being 
asked that question again, and I would like to answer that question, 
because overnight I did give it considerable thought. 

Senator Henprickson. Why do you feel you are harassed ¢ 

Mr. Austin. Sir, I feel I am a very small man. I feel that you 
Senators who actually have the duty to safeguard the liberties of the 
American people are performing a function which is debasing the 
United States Senate by calling a small man like Richard H. Austin 
down here to investigate his private thoughts. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Austin, you realize nobody asked you about your 
thoughts. You were asked whether you had attended any secret 
meetings of the Communist organization of the United States. 

Mr. Austin. And I would like to answer that question. 

The CuarrMan. You may answer the question in your own words, 
We do not care to have a long st: atement. If you have prepared a 
written statement, we will accept it and put it in the record. 

Mr. Austin. This is an answer directly to the question, and if you 
will bear with me, you will see. 

The Cuarrman. If it is an answer to the question, it will go into 
the record and become a part of the record. 

Mr. Austin. I think you gentlemen have asked previous witnesses 
why they could not answer this question in the negative. Now, I 
feel that I am in a position, because I have given this great thought 
overnight, that I can answer this committee as to why ‘that question 
‘annot be answered in the negative. 

The CHarrmMan. You may put your answer, if it is a written state- 
ment, into the record. It will become a part of the record. 

Mr. Austin. This is a direct answer to your question, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. That is a long prepared statement as the chairman 
can see. Our time is limited, 

Mr. Austin. This is a logical answer to a direct question. 

Senator WeLker. The answer is yes or no. 
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The CuarrMan. This question can be answered by a simple yes or 
no. 

Mr. Austin. It cannot. 

The Cuatrman. If you have a long prepared statement it may go 
into the record and become a part of the record. 

Mr. Austin. I will release this to the press and the logic of this 
answer will be apparent to the committee. The committee seems to be 
afraid as to why this question cannot be answered in the negative. 

Senator Jounstron. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Jounston. We did not send for any witness to come to 
lecture the committee. We brought the witness, as I understand, to 
try to find out some information, and that is all. 

The Cnarmman. That is right. 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Chairman, while we are on that subject, 
this witness has made the statement that this committee is debasing 
the United States Senate. I would like to ask the witness this one 
question, and I would like a yes or no answer. Do you think it is 
debasing the United States Senate to examine into the loyalty of 
public servants in this country? I want a yes or no answer, _ ; 

Mr. Austin. No, sir. I think that this Senate has a right to investi- 
gate into the loyalty of any individual if the Senate feels that that 
requires their attention. 

Senator Hrnprickson. That is exactly what this committee is 
doing, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Austin. I might object, Senator, that I do not think that the 
tactics being used by this committee are designed to promote a test of 
real loyalty to ee 

Senator Smitu. Mr. Chairman, I think that counsel asked him a 
very simple question, o_ ther or not he attended a meeting, a certain 
type of meeting, and I think that counsel ought to ask the question 
again and let this witness say whether or not he did in fact attend 
such a meeting or meetings. That is not a question that needs a lot 
of explanation or lecturing to the committee. I think it is a question 
of fact. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended a secret meeting of the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Austin. If I were to answer that question in the negative, I 
I would put myse If in jeopardy. This committee would be laying the 
groundwork for possible per jury charges against me. 

Senator Smiru. And that is the reason you do not want to answer 
the question ¢ 

Mr. Austin. This is the reason why I will not answer this ques- 
tion in the negative. This committee is laying the groundwork, it is 
conniving with people in New York City to lay a charge of perjury 
against me, and I refuse to be part and parcel to any such connivance 
by Members of the United States Senate. 

The CuHatrman. Then you refuse to answer the question, Mr. 
Austin ? 

Mr. Austin. No, sir; I am explaining to you why I cannot. You 
do not give me the possibility of answering that question. 

The Cuatrman. Will you answer the question ? 
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Mr. Austin. I will answer it. I am answering it. 

The Cnamman. Then answer the question. 

Mr. Austin. I am answering it. I am pointing out to the Senators 
that it is impossible for me to answer in the negative. 

The Cuamman. We did not ask you to answer in the negative. 
We asked you to answer the question. 

Mr. Austin. I am going to show you why I can’t answer in the 
negative or the positive. 

Mr. Morris. Do we interpret your answer correctly that you say 
that when you answer this question, your answer will tend to inerimi- 
nate you, or you will be a witness against yourself ¢ 

Mr. Austin. Ultimately, if you will allow me to explain, it might 
lead to that result, not that it would incriminate me, because I don’t 
consider that I have anything in my record that mae incriminate 
on the grounds of disloyalty to the American people, because I fought 
all my life for true prine Ip ‘les of Americanism, and I will continue to 
do so in spite of this committee. 

Senator Weixer. If you will not be incriminated, why do you not 
answer the question ? 

Mr. Austin. I will answer the question if you kindly permit me 
to doso. 

Senator Weixer. If you will not be incriminated by your own testi- 
mony, you have no basis to refuse the question. 

Mr. Austin. The Senator obviously—and I am not a lawyer— 
does not understand the law. 

Senator Weiker. You have just stated that you could not be in- 
criminated. Now, by the next voice you say that you refuse to answer 
because it might tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Austin. I didn’t say me. 

Senator Werker. “It might tend to convict me of perjury,” is that 
not a fact ? 

Mr. Austin. I said you would be laying the groundwork to prefer 
charges of perjury against me. 

Senator Werkxer. And then you would have a valid objection 
because certainly that would incriminate you, would it not, Mr. 
Witness ? 

Mr. Austin. No, sir. It would make me bear witness against 
myself. 

Senator WeLKer. Very well. 

The CHamman. You are standing on the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution in not answering the question, is that correct, Mr. 
Austin? 

Mr. Austin. I am trying to point out to the Senate that I cannot 
answer this question in the negative, and I will also show them I can- 
not answer it in the positive. 

The Cuamrman, Then you cannot answer the question if you can- 
not answer it in the negative or positive. 

Mr. Austin. The whole logic of this committee is based all around 
the $64 question, if the question itself is impossible, the committee 
itself is putting itself in a silly position. 

Senator SmirH. All you are doing, Mr. Austin, is precisely what 
the Communists did in judgment on this committee. You are trying to 
reflect on the committee and beat down the committee. 
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Mr. Austin. No, sir, I cannot reflect on this committee any more 
that the committee itself has reflected upon itself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Austin, have you ever been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Austin. Once again, sir, I must explain to you 

Mr. Morris. Is your answer the same as your peconding answer ¢ 

Mr. Austin. I must stand on that answer, sir, in addition to others 
which you will not give me a chance to explain. 


Senator Jounston. You say that if you would answer the question 
“No,” that that would lay the grounds for a perjury charge. If that 
is the truth, you would not be laying any grounds for a perjury 
( harge, would you! 

Mr. Austin. Sir, may I answer that question ? 

Senator JoHNsTON. Yes. 

Mr. Austin. Because I have noticed when I was sitting over there 
observing the questions that were posed at the other witnesses, a glint 
of s — wction in the Senator’s eyes when the previous witness refused 
to answer that question, and I thought it was incumbent upon me to 
answer that in all frankness, and perhaps I could take the glint out 
of the eyes of the Senator. It is impossible to answer that question 
in the negative for this reason as I have tried to explain before. If I 
were to answer that question in the negative, it would be a positive 
answer to the record, and therefore if at some future time, and pos- 
sibly the not too distant time, as this committee operates, individuals, 
crackpots, paid hirelings, religious fanatics, could point the finger at 
me and say, “He isa Communist.” If that were so, if two such crack- 
pots, paid hirelings, or religious fanatics, should so point the finger 
at me, I would be in ay of being brought up on a charge rot 
perjury, and convicted, because I had answered “No” to that question, 
that “No” being a positive answer. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, Mr. Austin, that is the same answer 
you gave to the preceding question, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Austin. Therefore, this committee is judging me without due 
process, without any charges being preferred against me, and laying 
the groundwork for a perjury charge which does not exist. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, I objec t to those statements. 
There is no prejudice on the part of the junior Senator of New Jersey 
at all. I cannot speak for the other members of this committee, but I 
come here with an open mind, and I refuse to sit here and listen to a 
witness make an accusation against any of my colleagues. 

Mr. Austin. I am glad the Senators have friends. 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Austin, you know if you tell the truth you are 
not laying the groundwork for perjury. 

Mr. Avusttn. I have already indicated, Senator Smith 

Senator Smiru. As long as a witness tells the truth, he is not laying 
the groundwork for perjury, is he? 

Mr. Austin. That is where the Senator is wrong, because if the 
truth were “No,” it would be impossible for me to say “No,” because 
of the fact that two crackpots tomorrow could say and swear that man 
is a Communist, and therefore since I answered “No” in the record, I 
had perjured myself if those two witnesses are believed before a jury. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended a secret meeting of the Com- 
munist Party in the company of Hyman Gold? 
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Mr. Austin. I must refuse to answer the question for the same 
reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever attend a secret meeting of the Communist 
Party in the company of John Ackley? 

Mr. Austin. I must refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Are you at present a member of the Communist inter- 
national organization ? 

Mr. Austin. I must refuse to answer for the same explanation that 
I have given, sir. 

Mr. Forer. Excuse me a moment. I believe the chairman ruled 
that this should go into the record. That was the prepared answer 
that he wanted to submit. 

Senator Smiru. I think it ought to be read and examined, Mr. 
Chairman, before it is put in the record, because if it is something 
that ought not to go into the record, it should not go in. If it is 
something that is abusive and without any factual point, I do not think 
it should go into the record. I think the chairman can rule on that 
after he has had a chance to examine it. 

The CuatrmMan. I will direct that counsel examine this statement 
and give the committee the proper advice. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Austin, do I understand that you refuse to answer 
this series of questions for the reason that if you were to give an 
honest answer to that question, you would be subjecting yourself to a 
criminal proceding at some later time ? 

Mr. Austin. I specified, counsel, that if I were to answer that 
question in the negative, I would possibly be subjecting myself to a 
charge of perjury because of the fact that there are crackpots, paid 
hirelings, religious fanatics in the outside world, and this committee’s 
activities are increasing the number of such people, and therefore 
become very dangerous for an innocent person to protect himself in 
this world which is being created by this committee. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Witness, I take it from your answer that you 
do not have much faith in the judicial process of the United States 
of America, do you? 

Mr. Austin. Yes, sir; I have the utmost faith, but I don’t believe 
this body is a judicial body. 

Senator Werker. Very well. I am not referring to this body. A 
moment ago you stated that if you would answer the question “No,” a 
couple of crackpots or paid hirelings or religious fanatics might iden- 
tify you as having attended a Communist meeting. You know it to 
be a fact, do you not, Mr. Witness, that crac kpots | and paid hirelings 
and religious fanatics must establish their case to the satisfaction of 
a jury beyond a reasonable doubt? You know that, do you not? 

Mr. Austin. That is correct. 

Senator Wetker. And can you relate to me any incident wherein 
two crackpots have convicted an innocent man who in fact did not 
attend a Communist meeting ¢ 

Mr. Austin. No, sir; but it is possible, isn’t it, Senator, that it may 
be found out possibly in the near future, and I hope so; I hope if there 
have been any crackpots, religious fanatics, or paid hirelings, who have 
given testimony and sent innocent people to jail, will be found out to be 
perjury and go to jail as perjurers. 
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Senator Smit. Do you consider yourself as a crackpot or religious 
fanatic ¢ 

Mr. Austin. NO, sir. 

Senator Smiru. Then we are giving you a chance to answer the 
question. We are at least giving one person a chance to answer the 
question who is not a religious fanatic or crackpot or what not, and yet 
you refuse to answer. 

Mr. Austin. It might appear, Senator, that in my relations with 
this committee I appear to be ac tackpot or a fanatic of some sort. If 
that is the case, I can only apologize for the conditions under which 
I have to testify. 

Senator Smiru. Do you think the committee was wrong in giving 
you a chance to answer the question # 

Mr. Austin. I cannot inquire into the motives 

Senator Smirn. I have not asked about the motives. 

Mr. Austin. Of this committee in asking questions. 

Senator SmirH. You have been given a chance to testify here as 
to whether you were or were not a Communist ; whether you did or did 
not attend Communist meetings. It is up to you to say whether you 
want to answer the questions or not. Up to now, you said you did not 
want to answer them. Up to now the committee has been fair to you 
and given you a chance to answer. 

Mr. Austin. I have explained to the Senate members that it is im- 
possible. 

Senator Smiru. I am not asking you about that. 

Mr. Austin. It would be impossible for an innocent—— 

Senator SmirH. I asked you whether or not the committee had been 
fair in giving you a chance to answer the question. 

Mr. Austin. If the committee thought that the question were fair, 
it gave me a fair chance to answer. 

Senator Smit. All right. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Austin, I don’t think the record shows whether or 
not you are answering the question, “Have you attended secret meet- 
ings of the Communist Party?” Have you in fact attended secret 
= of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Austin. I have explained to you 

Mr. Morris. We want an answer, Mr. Austin, and we don’t want an 
explanation. 

The CHarrmMan. You either have or have not. 

Mr. Morris. You can do one of three things. You can answer in 
the affirmative, you can answer in the negative, or you can invoke your 
privilege under the fifth amendment. Which of those things do you 
do? I direct you to answer. 

Mr. Austin. Since I am bludgeoned into a direct selection of three 
alternatives, and since this committee has not permitted me to explain 
thoroughly and fully why it is impossible for an innocent man to 
answer in the negative, therefore I must plead my rights under the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetker. I have one more question. Mr. Witness, are 
you as of this mome ? a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Austin. Sir, I don’t know how often you have to ask the same 
question to get the same reply. 

Senator Wetker. That question has not been asked before. 
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Mr. Austin. You haven’t, but you have been around when other 
people asked it. 

Senator Wetxker. I am asking you now, Are you as of this moment 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Austin. I must stand on my privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment, and the other reasons which I have given. 

The CuarrmMan. The witness is excused. We will recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

(At 12:18 p. m., a recess was taken subject to call of the Chair.) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1953 


Unirep Stratres SENATE, 
ScupncOoMMITTER To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act 
AND Orner INTERNAL Securtry Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, Dd. Gs 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a. m., in room 
994, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of 
the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Hendrickson, Welker, Johnston and 
Smith of North Carolina. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benjamin 
Mandel, research director. 

The CuHarrmMan. The committee will come to order 

I want to make this statement at the outset of this hearing. The 
purpose of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee is to reveal the 
elements of the Communist conspiracy against the educational process 
so that the thousands of loyal teachers and administrators may be on 
guard. 

Patriotic citizens write me constantly of their profound concern 
over the attack on our American schools by a conspiracy directed by 
the Soviet Government. There is no subject which causes deeper 
anxiety to our parents and leaders of public opinion. 

We have overwhe Iming evidence from the hearings of the Internal 
Security Subcommittee of the Senate, and from other sworn test imony 
before congressional committees, that there is a small but dangerous 
group of teachers in our public schools and colleges who are obligated 
to support our Constitution but are serving as the active agents of this 
conspiracy, atte mpting constantly to corrupt other teachers, students, 
and teaching materials for the weakening and ultimate destruction of 
our country. 

We have sworn testimony before official bodies that this network is 
operated from Moscow through the Soviet disciplinary organs in this 
country, with its agents in many of our schools and colleges. At one 
of our hearings we discovered in the audience a member of the Com- 
munist Control Commission, His presence necessarily had an intim- 
idating effect upon witnesses. The ramifications of the Communist 
conspiracy and its influence on the Nation’s schools and colleges are 
yet to be fully explored. 
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The first line of defense against this conspiracy lies in our private 
schools and colleges and in the local government oflicials responsible 
for tax- supported institutions, and in the voters who select them. 
But private citizens and local agencies are here struggling against 
a worldwide conspiratorial organization operating in secret _ along 
military lines directed by the Soviet Government. 

Private citizens and local bodies cannot meet this threat alone. 
They often do not have the legal powers or the funds to make the 
investigations and get the facts. Certain States and cities have done 
excellent work, but their efforts have been frustrated by forces en- 
tirely outside their control, as the efforts of the Rapp-Coudert com- 
mittee of the New York State Legislature were frustrated by mass 
propaganda in favor of the Soviet Union. 

It is the function of Congress to deal with the national and inter- 
national aspects of this conspiracy. It is our task to hear witnesses, 
trace conspiratorial actions across State lines or from and to foreign 
countries, to pool such information from local experience as may be 
useful to other communities, and to determine whether any existing 
laws are not being properly enforced, or new legislation 1s needed. 

We are told that the Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate 
is attacking academic freedom. Our purpose is to protect and safe- 
guard academic freedom. Academic freedom is under attack by a 
monstrous growth no individual or community of scholars can fight 
alone. Traders cannot operate in a free market if armed highwaymen 
constantly harass them from secret hideouts on the public roads. The 
free market of ideas cannot function if hidden conspirators are wait- 
ing at every vantage point to attack and destroy the loyal people who 
are going quietly about the business of teaching our youth to the best 
of their ability. 

Our committee is not concerned with telling the leaders of our 
schools and colleges what to teach or how to teach. It is concerned 
with showing them where this alien conspiracy is hidden; that it 
is fully armed with every weapon, waiting to attack at every vantage 
point. It is concerned with helping our academic leaders to meet 
the threat. There can be no academic freedom until this Soviet con- 
spiracy hidden in our schools and colleges is exposed to the light and 
the rule of Moscow over its adherents in the educational world is 
broken. 

We recently heard from a distinguished educator, Dr. Lewis Web- 
ster Jones, president of Rutgers University, on this subject. 


Membership in the Communist Party— 


Dr. Jones said— 


is not compatible with the freedom of thought and inquiry on which American 
teaching and research are based. 


He went on to say: 


They [the universities] cannot confine themselves to techniques and adopt 
an attitude of neutrality and withdrawal in the face of the central moral issue 
of our times. * * * Public investigation of universities is legitimate and should 
be frankly met. It implies no invasion of academic independence. 

* * * It follows that, for members of a university faculty to refuse to give 
a rational account of their position on vital community issues not only cannot 
he defended by an appeal to academic freedom but, in fact, cuts the ground 
out from under academic freedom itself. 
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Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, before you proceed with the 
witness, may I make an observation ? 

The Cuatrman. You may, sir. 

Senator Henpricxson. Mr. Chairman, we in New Jersey are very 
proud of Dr. Lewis Webster Jones, the president of our university, 
who made the eloquent statement from which you just read. 

The Carrman. You should be. 

Senator Henprickson. There appears in the Washington Star of 
February 22, 1953, I think it was, an editorial entitled “Academic 
Good Sense,” which refers to Lewis Webster Jones’ statement. I 
would like to have unanimous consent of the committee, and I think 
it is very apropos, to have this editorial and further quotation from 
Dr. Jones appear following the chairman’s remarks. 

The CuarrMan. It may be so made a part of the record. 

(The article referred to is as follows :) 


ACADEMIC Goop SENSE 


It is refreshing, in the current emotional uproar over the investigation of 
communism in our colleges, to read the calm and sensible statement on this 
subject by Lewis Webster Jones, president of Rutgers University. 

Two Rutgers professors refused last year to answer questions concerning 
Communist affiliations put to them by the Senate Subcommittee on Internal 
Security. They relied on their constitutional protection against possible self- 
incrimination. 

Their case was carefully considered at Rutgers. A faculty advisory com- 
mittee strongly urged that no action be taken against the two. But the board 
of trustees finally concluded that the professors must answer the questions 
or resign, and their connection with the university was severed last December 31. 

The basic contention of those who supported the professors in their stand 
was that the interrogation by the Senate subcommittee was an invasion of 
academic freedom and a threat to the integrity of our educational system. Dr. 
Jones, however, did not agree. 

In his view, no issue of freedom of teaching or of the right to hold unorthodox 
opinions was at stake. If there had been, the university would have strongly 
supported the two professors. “The questions Professors Heimlich and Finley 
refused to answer,” Dr. Jones declared, “did not relate to their opinions, but 
to their possible membership in the Communist Party. Such membership is 
not compatible with the freedom of thought and inquiry on which American 
teaching and research are based. It is no invasion of that freedom, but a 
necessary measure of the protection of the freedom of all of us, to seek to 
determine whether teachers and others in positions of trust are committed to 
the discipline and program of the Communist Party.” 

Arguing that the public has a right, through its legally constituted represent- 
atives, to inquire into the Communist Party membership of individuals, and 
contending that the party is a conspiratorial organization, Dr. Jones continued: 

“Universities, both public and private, are strongly affected with a public 
interest. They occupy a position of central importance in our free society, 
embodying highest aspirations and hope for material and spiritual progress. 
They are at once the most characteristic expression and the principal guardians 
of the western tradition of freedom. They are charged with the preservation 
of the cultural heritage, the discovery of new knowledge and its dissemination, 
the education of young people as persons, workers, and citizens. They can- 
not confine themselves to techniques and adopt an attitude of neutrality and 
withdrawal in the face of the central moral issue of our times. * * * Publie in- 
vestigation of the universities is legitimate and should be frankly met. It im- 
plies no invasion of academic independence. 

“The interference of any outside group with the proper functions of the uni- 
versity must be resisted, whatever the cost in criticism and loss of financial 
support. In the determination of the curriculum, methods of teaching and re- 
search, the selection of faculty or speakers, the permission of free discussion, 
the university must be completely independent. In all these matters which 
relate to the proper performance of the intellectual functions of a university 
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public inquiry is legitimate; interference or dictation is not. * * * It follows 
that for members of a university faculty to refuse to give a rational account 
of their position on vital community issues not only cannot be defended by an 
appeal to academic freedom, but in fact cuts the ground out from under academic 
freedom itself.” 

The importance of Dr. Jones’ statement, together with the action taken at 
Rutgers, lies in the fact that it outlines a positive approach to the problem of 
Communist infiltration of our educational system. There is good reason to 
maintain a close watch on congressional investigations of the educational 
system, for they often are attended by serious abuses. But those who are con- 
tent merely to raise the cry of academic freedom and do nothing are defeating 
their own purpose. For public opinion quite properly is not going to tolerate 
Communist infiltration of our schools and colleges. The best way to deal with 
this problem is for the schools and colleges to do their own housecleaning. That 
is what Rutgers has done, and that is what Dr. Jones is advising others to do 
His statement is one that should be read by all who are concerned with this 
serious and vital matter 






Mr. Morris. The first witness this morning was to be a teacher 
who. according to sworn test mony, was liaison between the Com- 
munist Control Commission and the Communist Party authorities 
who were organizing Communist teachers into an underground. The 
United States marshal in the Southern Judicial District of New York 
aitempted for 10 days to make service upon this person. However, 
we have obtained a stipulation from her attorney, Mr. Harold Cam- 
mer, saying she will appear here next Monday. Her appearance will 
be delayed until that time. 

The second witness was to be Mr. Paul A. Gipfel, from Teachers 
College, who has submitted a doctor’s certificate in the absence of 
his being here this morning. 

The third witness is Dr. William Withers. Is Dr. Withers here? 

Senator Smiru. Mr. Chairman, before Dr. Withers is sworn, I 
notice that they are fixing to take a picture. 

Do you have any objection to that ? 

Mr. Wrrners. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. After the witness is sworn and starts to testify, we 
will ask that all photographers cease taking pictures. You may go 
ahead. 

Dr. Withers, will you hold up your right hand and be sworn to 
testify? Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you shall give 
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Wrruers. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. WITHERS, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


The CuarrmMan. Doctor, will you state your full name to the com- 
mittee ¢ 

Mr. Wiruers. My full name is William Herbert Withers. 

‘Lhe CuarrmMan. And where do you reside, Dr. Withers ? 

Mr. Wirners. 599 East 52d Street, New York City. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation, Mr. Withers? 

Mr. Wirirers. I am a teacher at Queens College. 

Mr. Morris. What do you teach at Queens College ? 

Mr. Wrrners. I teach economics and contemporary civilization. 

Mr. Morris. For how long have you been a teacher? Will you 
speak up a little, Dr. Withers, please ? 
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Mr. Wirners. I have been a teacher for about 24 years. 

Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold ¢ 

Mr. Wirners. A. B., A. M., Ph. D., from Columbia University. 

Mr. Morris. When did you obtain your Ph. D. from Columbia 
University ? 

Mr Wirners. 1932. 

Mr. Morris. And you have been teaching for 24 years? 

Mr. Wirners. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And what is your present position at Queens College 4 

Mr. Wrruers. Well, at present I am professor of contemporary 
civilization at Queens College, and also chairman of the Committee 
on Contemporary Civilization which has charge of about 28 people. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, Mr. Withers / 

Mr. Wrrners. St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. Morris. When did you come to New York City? 

Mr. Wrrners. 1921. 

Mr. Morris. And you have resided in New York City since 1921? 

Mr. Wrrners. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you teach prior to your assignment in 
Queens ( ‘ollege ? 

Mr. Wirners. Well, I taught 2 vears at Lehigh University, and 
then ] taught 2 vears at New York Universitv. After that I served 
as a reserve associate at Teachers College, Columbia University, for 
1 year. Then I was chairman of the department of social science 
at New College, in Teachers College, Columbia University, for 5 years, 
until 1936 and 1937, at which time I became principal research super 
visor in the research project at the Works Progress Administration. 
Then I returned to New York and became assistant professor of eco 
nomics at Queens College and chairman of the department of eco- 
nomics at Queens College. 

Mr. Morris. And you are presently chairman of the economics 
department at Queens College ¢ 

Mr. Wirners. No, sir. I remained as chairman of the department 
until 1941, when I went to Washington to work for the War Produce- 
tion Board. In 1942 I returned to New York and subsequently re 
ceived the rank of associate and then full professor of economics and 
finally was transferred to the department of contemporary civiliza- 
tion, where I am now. 

Mr. Morris. Well, have you, Dr. Withers, in your teaching, as you 
have described, become aware of the Communist organization opera- 
ting in the schools ? 

Mr. Wirners. Yes; I have. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you tell us when you first became aware of 
the Communist organization operating as it did in the school system ? 

Mr. Wirnuers. Well, I think I first became aware of it in 1934 and 
1935. 

Mr. Morrts. In 1934. Where were you in 1934 and 1935? 

Mr. Wrrurrs- I was then teaching in Teachers College at New 
College. 

Mr. Morris. You were on the faculty there ? 

Mr. Wirners. I was on the faculty. 

Mr. Morris. What was the nature of your experience with the Com- 
munist organization at that time ¢ 
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Mr. Wrrners. Well, it seemed to me that the Communist organiza- 
tion was attempting to do two things at least. One was to get control 
- students, influence their views; and, secondly, to get control of 

aculties, to try to build up as large a group in the Communist Party 
as they could from re putable fac ulty members. 

Mr. Morris. At that time what was your attitude toward the Com- 
munist Party, Mr. Withers? 

Mr. Wirners. At that time I was opposed to communism but I was 
relatively sympathetic to communism. 

Mr. Morris. The Communists did not consider you an enemy at that 
time, did they ? 

Mr. Wirners. No,sthey did not. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, were you groomed or even invited to join the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Wirners. Yes, 1 was groomed as a prospective member of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Dr. Withers as you recall, gave us the 
name of the member of the faculty who inv ited him to become a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party in the executive session. We are follow- 
ing up that particular lead and we will not ask him that question here. 

Senator SmirH. Dr. Withers, the situation which you have just 
described is one, is it, that you have observed pertains to other univer- 
sities where the liberal members of the faculty, the ultraliberal mem- 
bers, are sought to be used by the Communists, and sometimes without 
the liberals themselves being quite cognizant of how they are being 
used ? 

Mr. Wiruers. That is correct. I think that has been true at many 
universities, and many colleges, particularly in the East. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Withers, you say you were on the faculty of New 
College in 1934-35 when you received this invitation to join the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Wrrners. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. At that time, will you describe the nature of the faculty 
that you were a member of in New College? 

Mr. WirHers. Well, the faculty itself were not in favor of com- 
munism, at least the major ity were not. There were a few members of 
the faculty who were Communist sympathizers and I think also 
Communist members. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was the nature of the school at that time, 
Doctor? What kind of a school was New College ? 

Mr. Wirners. New College was an institution for the education of 
teachers. In other words, it was a teacher-training institution. And 

t followed a theory of activity in education. In other wor ds, educa- 
tion through activity. And, therefore, in keeping with the theory of 
the school, students were encouraged to be active politically, ‘and 
therefore we had a large number of students who were active Com- 
munists and also a large number of students who were active Social- 
ists. 

I might add that we had a very considerable number of students 
who were active Fascists, Nazis, and it was a policy of the school at 
that time to encourage these activities as a mode of education on the 
assumption that people had to experience something to learn some- 
thing about it. 
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Mr. Morris. Dr. Withers, how long did you stay within the frame- 
work, the political framework you have just described, namely, as 
somebody who was looked upon by the Communists as somebody who 
they could be friendly to? 

Mr. Wiruers. Well, I think that continued until somewhere be- 
tween 1937 and 1939. 

Mr. Morris. During this period, were you a member of the Teach- 
ers’ Union? 

Mr. Wiruers. I first joined the Teachers’ Union, I think, in 1935, 
somewhere between 1934 and 1935. 

Mr. Morris. What was the nature of the Teachers’ Union at this 
time, Dr. Withers? 

Mr. Wiruers. Well, the Teachers’ Union was under Communist 
control at that time. 

Mr. Morris. I mean, it was a fact that was easily recognized by 
you, was it not ¢ 

Mr. Wriruers. It was recognized by me but it wasn’t recognized by 
a great many liberals who were members of the union at that time. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what role did you play during the period 1934-35 
through 19394 Would you define your stages with respect to the 
Teachers’ Union at that time ? 

Mr. Wrrners. Well, until 1937 I was a very inactive member. In 
other words, I did not attend meetings, nor did I participate in the 
activities of the committees of Teachers’ Union. In 1937 the Teach- 
ers’ Union was broken into 2 parts, 1 part became local 537, which was 
the College Teachers’ Union, and the other part remained local 5, 
which was the Union for High School and Elementary School 
Teachers. 

I began to play an active part in the College Teachers’ Union; in 
other words, in local 537. However, after 1937 I began to realize 
that the control of local 537 was definitely Communist, and in 1939 
a group of us who were non-Communists in local 537 organized what 
we called an independent caucus, in which w » attempted to defeat 
Communist propositions in the plenary sessions of the union. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Withers, are we to understand that while 
Teachers’ Union was under the control of the Communists, you, to- 
gether with several other people, endeavored to form a little island of 
resistance to the overall control of the union by the Communists? Is 
that the situation, Doctor? 

Mr. Wrrners. That is correct. 

Senator SmirH. May I ask a question right there? Doctor, at the 
time you described just now, of there being Communists in the faculty, 
at that time were these faculty members who were Communists pro- 
claiming publicly that they were Communists, or were they working 
more by secret maneuvers ? 

Mr. Wrruers. Well, they did not usually admit publicly that they 
were Communists. In fact, officers of the union never admitted that. 
They attempted to follow a set of policies which presumably would 
be accepted by liberals generally. But nevertheless, their policies 
were always consistent with the Communist Party line. As a matter 
of fact, I make a practice, and I still do, I did in those days, of read- 
ing the Daily Worker almost every day, and following what various 
people do in relationship to the policies expressed in the Daily Worker. 
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In that way, you get some idea of the degree of consistency between 
what a person does and what he says he is doing. : ; 

Senator Smrrn. So the fact that members may not proclaim their 
identity as members of the Communist Party is no indication that they 
are not working as Communists wherever they are located ? 

Mr. Wrruers. That is true. In fact, it has often been a definite 
policy of the Communist Party to try to disguise membership, par- 
ticularly in the case of a person who might be regarded as a front 
for the Communist Party. The higher up you are in the educational 
world, the greater the degree of reputation you have publicly, the 
less use you are to the Communist Party openly. 

Senator Jounsron. So from a psychological reason, they think 
you can do more good to the Communist Party by keeping it a secret ? 

Mr. Wrrners. That is right. 

Senator SmirH. Is there any possibility that the fact that the mem- 
bers were Communists could have any influence over their fellow 
members of the faculty or over students without proclaiming their 
ideas and philosophies in the classroom itself ? 

Mr. Wirners. That is correct. My own opinion is that the damage 
the Communists do in the classroom is very small in comparison to 
the damage they do outside the classroom. 

Mr. Morris. That is relatively speaking. You are speaking rela- 
tively now? 

Mr. Wirners. Relatively. 

Mr. Morris. I didn’t mean to interrupt, Dr. Withers. 

Senator Jounsron. I think you should follow that up and tell us 
just why you make that statement. 

Mr. Wirners. Well, the theory of the Communist Party, as I under- 
stood it, in the early days, and I think it still holds good, is that people 
are put in strategic, what might be called strategic positions. Now, in 
a sense, a teacher is in a strategic position. He is in a strategic posi- 
tion not simply because he is able to introduce his ideas into class dis- 
cussions or into his lectures, but he is primarily in a strategic position 
because after hours, after class hours, he can exercise a very important 
influence upon the ideas of students who gather around him. 

The typical action of the Communist teacher is to become a popular 

erson with students, to curry favor with the students, to appear to 
e a courageous person, to appear to be a person who is without sin 
and is always against sin, to be a person who is constantly fighting 
for what is idealistic. A lot of young people accept this view that 
the Communist teacher has of himself, and as a result become a part 
of what might be called a coterie of the Communist teacher. Then 
they begin to become active. They are gradually educated into Com- 
munist activity, and it is for that purpose that the Communist teach- 
er is most useful to the Communist Party. It is not for the purpose 
of propagandizing in class discussions and in lectures. I don’t know 
whether that is.a sufficient amplification. 
_ Senator Werxer. May I ask a question, Doctor? Along the 
line that you have been testifying to, is it possible that coaches and 
athletic directors are members of the Communist Party and, as such, 
have great influence upon the student after the classroom is over, 
when they are out on the playing field and in social life? 

Mr. Wrruers. Yes; I should say so very definitely. I think it has 
become a policy of Communists to stay away from subjects where— 
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well, the theories of society are discussed. In other words, to stay 
away from such fields as economics and sociology, and rather to get 
into those fields where the intellectualizing of communism is not likely 
to occur, where the appeal can be made on a purely emotional and 
yersonal basis. An athletic coach, because of his close interest and 
intimate relations with students can make such an appeal in terms 
of good fellowship, of contact, of personal contact. And it is particu- 
larly true that Communists having gone in to such fields in the aca- 
demic world as English and art and music, because in those fields the 
whole subject of Marxism and the pros and cons of Marxism are not 
likely to be subiect to any kind of thoroughgoing theoretical criticism. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Withers, you were relating to us that you and 
several other teachers working within the membership of the 'Teach- 
ers Union, which was at the time controlled by the Communists, en- 
deavored to set up a caucus, a non-Communist or even an anti-Com- 
munist caucus within the union. Will you tell us the relative size 
of that particular caucus? ’ 

Senator Henprickson. May we have the date, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Morris. This was 1939. 

Mr. Wirners. The caucus was never very large. There were, at 
maximum, I think, no more than 30 people, although the total mem- 
bership of local 537 was between 500 and 700 members. 

Mr. Morris. And you endeavored to exercise an influence with a 
caucus of 30 people? 

Mr. Wirners. Yes. Because you see, at the general sessions of 
the union, perhaps only 70 members of the entire membership would 
show up and decide matters. And even with a caucus of 30, you might, 
on a good, rainy night, with a few Communists absent, get a majority 
vote. You see, it was not an impossible thing to function with for 
that reason. In most unions the vast majority of the membership 
never shows up at membership meetings where important matters 
are decided. That was the reason why the Communist group could 
control the union so easily. 

Senator Smiru. They are always there. 

Mr. Wrruers. They are always there. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you successful in that effort to form a suc- 
cessful caucus? 

Mr. Wiruers. No; we were not. We worked at it for about a year. 
We sent a representative to the convention in 1940, in the summer of 
1940, at Buffalo, to get a resolution passed against the Nazi-Soviet 
pact, but we were unable to pull that off. 

Mr. Morris. This is the A. F. of L. convention ? 

Mr. Wrruers. A. F. of T. convention. 

Mr. Morris. AFT was a subsidiary of the A. F. of L.? 

Mr. Wiruers. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Will you describe what happened at that conven- 
tion ? 

Mr. Wiruers. Well, I cannot describe it in much detail because 
I was not at that particular convention, but it is true that all of the 
measures that the non-Communist group attempted to put through, 
in view of their opposition to the Nazi-Soviet pact, were defeated. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what did you finally do with respect to the 
teachers union. 
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Mr. Wiruers. Well, after the experience at the convention, in the 
summer of 1940, our group, our independent caucus, decided to resign 
as a body and make a statement, and ask that we be heard by the exec- 
utive board of the American Federation of Teachers to show why we 
thought that the local 537 was under Communist influence. We did 
resign in October 1940, and were invited to appear before the executive 
board of the American Federation of Teachers in January 1941. We 
made our appearance there and at the same time a similar group in 
the high school and elementary teachers union, local 5, appeared to 
make similar protestations concerning the Communist control of local 
5. As a result of our testimony the charters of both local 537, the 
College Teachers Union, and of local 5, the Elementary and High 
School Teachers Union, were revoked by the executive board, and new 
charters were granted, first for elementary and high-school teachers to 
the ‘Teachers Guild, and secondly to a new local, local 25, for college 
teachers, of which I became the first president. 

Mr. Morris. So you, then, Dr. Withers, stayed in the Communist 
controlled teachers union, opposed to the Communist domination of 
the union for several years, testified in conjunction with other members 
of your caucus before the A. F. of T., which testimony caused the 
A. F. of L. to disenfranchise the then Communist-controlled teachers 
union, is that right, Dr. Withers? 

Mr. Wriruers. Correct, except for this, that it was the American 
Federation of Teachers that revoked the charters which, of course, is 
an affiliate of the A. F. of L. 

Mr. Morris. That is right. And then when the new union was set 
up, at least the college teachers branch of that new union, you became 
president of it! 

Mr. Wirners. That is correct. 

Senator Smirn. In other words, Doctor, there was no indication 
that the American Federation of Labor were approving these Com- 
munist-dominated locals that you have been telling us about? 

Mr. Wirners. No; the American Federation of Labor showed 
greater wisdom in my opinion then the CIO in understanding the 
dangers of Communist infiltration, at least 5 years in advance of the 
CIO. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you remain president of this A. F. of L. 
affiliate ? 

Mr. Wrrners. I remained president of that until the summer of 
1941, when I resigned to take a position in the War Production Board. 

Mr. Morris. And since 1941, have you been in a position to observe 
Communist teachers operating on a faculty ¢ 

Mr. Wirners. Yes; I have. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, on the basis of Dr. Withers’ background, 
on the basis of his experience in the Communist Teachers Union, on 
the basis of his having caused a separate union to be established, he 
being the first president, and on the basis of his experience at these 
various institutions, we are going to ask him certain questions here 
today. 

The CuatmrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. As a teacher at Queens College, do you know a Dr. 
Shaftel and a Vera Shlakman ? 

Mr. Wiruers. Yes; I do. 
Mr. Morris. Would you tell us who they are? 
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Mr. Wiruers. Dr. Vera Shlakman was first an instructor in eco- 
nomics in the economic department, and then was promoted to the 
position of assistant professor in the economics department until she 
appeared before the committee and with the result that you all know. 

Dr. Shaftel, Oscar Shaftel, was a member of the English Depart- 
ment of Queens College, first as a tutor, then as an instructor—no, I 
think first as an instructor, actually, and finally as an assistant profes- 
sor. He also refused to testify before the committee. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, as Dr. Withers has pointed out, both 
Miss Shlakman and Dr. Shaftel were witnesses before this committee. 
We had executive session testimony in both cases that they were con- 
nected with the Communist organization and then we called them in to 
give them an opportunity to deny that. They both took refuge in the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution and refused to answer questions 
concerning their Communist affiliation. 

Dr. Withers, in fact you had something to do with bringing Dr. 
Shaftel on to the faculty, did you not? 

Mr. Wiruers. Not Dr. Shaftel; Dr. Shlakman. You see, I was 
chairman of the economics department at the time Dr. Shlakman was 
appointed. 

Mr. Morris. Would you give us the background of that, your 
episode ? 

Mr. Wirners. Well, Dr. Shlakman came to us with very high recom- 
mendations from members of the Columbia faculty with whom she 
had worked on her doctor’s degree. At that time, I knew that she was 
a liberal. I was not aware of the fact of her Communist activities. 

Mr. Morris. And when did you first become cognizant of Dr. 
Shaftel’s political leanings? That is, of Shaftel. 

Mr. Wirners. Well, I think I became aware of that in 1937 when I 
first became a member of the faculty of Queens College. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, his behavior was such that you, based 
upon your constant dealings with Communists, were able to recognize 
him as such ¢ 

Mr. Wiruers. Without any question. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, did he ever admit to you that he was a 
Communist ? 

Mr. Wiruers. He did at one time. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you tell us when that was, Doctor? 

Mr. Wirners. It was somewhere around 1937 or 1938. 

Mr. Morris. At that time, you were a person not known to be against 
the Communists, is that right ? 

Mr. Wirners. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. This is 1937, before you formed your anti-Communist 
or non-Communist caucus within the Teachers Union? 

Mr. Wirners. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And at that time you were generally considered to be 
some one sympathetic and favorable to the Communists ? 

Mr. Wirners. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. And it was during a conversation with Dr. Shaftel that 
he admitted to you that he was a Communist ? 

Mr. Wiruers. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And you had opportunity to observe Dr. Shaftel and 
Miss Shlakman operating in Queens College from 1937 until the time 
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that you left there in 1941 and then again after you returned to 
Queens College, is that right, Dr. Withers? 

Mr. Wrruers. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, on the basis of that, Dr. Withers, on the basis 
of that experience that you have just described to us, could you tell us 
how Dr. Shaftel and Miss Shlakman operated and how they were able 
to influence the outlook of students at the college ? 

Senator Smirn. Before you proceed with that, Doctor, is there any- 
thing else you wish to say about how they happened to tell you or admit 
to you that they were Communists or how they operated? I thought 
you were about to say something else just now, when one of us inter- 
rupted you about that. 

Mr. Wrruers. No, Senator; I don’t think so. 

Senator Smirn. I just wanted to be sure that you had a chance to 
say all you wanted to. 

The CuatrMan. Will you repeat the question, Mr. Reporter? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Wrruers. Well, in answer to that question, I think I will have 
to repeat a bit of what I said before in answer to a previous question. 
The method of operation was primarily through constant personal 
contacts with students, after your class hours. Both of these two 
teachers were popular teachers with students and they made constant 
efforts to become friends with students on the campus. They attended 
practically all of the important student meetings. They sponsored 
student organizations, particularly of a liberal variety. They asso- 
ciated with students off the campus, in the homes of the other students 
who were either affiliated with the Communist Party or sympathetic 
to the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Withers, may I break in at this point. Was there 
a Young Communist League at Queens College at that time? 

Mr. Wrruers. There was; yes. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was either one of those teachers 
an adviser to the Young Communist League ? 

Mr. Wrruers. I think both of them were at one time or another. 

Mr. Morris. You say you think so? 

Mr. Wrrners. Well, I am sure that Dr. Shaftel was for a period. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Shaftel was the fac ulty adviser to the Young Com- 
munist League ? 

Mr. Wrruers. I am sure he was; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did he make use of that organization in connection 
with indoctrinating others? 

Mr. Wirners. Yes. Of course, one of the major purposes of the 
Young C ommunist League was to draw in students who were not yet 
committed to the Communist Party philosophy and to try to educate 
them in that direction. 

Mr. Morris. Will you amplify on that a bit, Dr. Withers, please? 
And cite particular cases wherever you can. 

Mr. Wiruers. The Young Communist League was usually spear- 
headed by a group of students who were already strongly committed 
to the Communist Party. It attempted to disguise, however, its 
activities in terms of broad, liberal purposes. It would not attempt to 
achieve these purposes through meetings of the Young Communist 
League as such, but would proceed to organize on campuses what might 
be called front organizations. Let’s say a committee against war 
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and fascism, or a committee for peace. These organizations would 
then be controlled by the Young Communist League. The purpose 
of the Young Communist League itself was to get control of these 
organizations and to get control of any important college organization 
among students whether it was liberal or not. For example, an 
organization like the student council. Now, the Young Communist 
League would then pick off from any of these organizations which 
they were working in, students who were becoming more and more 
to the left, and attempt to get their adherence to the Young Communist 
League itself. In other words, the Young Communist League was 
the cell on the campuses of the Communist Party so far as the youth 
went, and they took their instructions from people on the campus who 
were faculty members and who were also allied with the Communist 
Party. I don’t know whether that gives you the kind of picture of 
how the Young Communist League operated that you were interested 
in. Perhaps more specific questions would help. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Dr. Withers gave us in executive 
session the people that he knew, to his knowledge, were leaders of 
the Young Communist League on the faculty and we have those 
names in executive session and we are following up whatever other 
activities these people may have engaged in subsequent to the time 
they left college. 

Senator Henprickson. For the purpose of continuity, may I break 
in with a question? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

Senator Henprickson. Dr. Withers, you used a term “students of 
this league were strongly committed to the Communist Party,” or 
were already strongly committed, I think were the words. Could 
you give the committee an idea of what you meant by that term? 

Mr. Winters. Well, they were committed in this sense: That most 
of them were already planning to become members of the Com- 
munist Party when they left college, even before they left college. 
Secondly, they were committed in the sense that they were disciplined. 
They would obey orders. Now, orders would come from certain peo- 
ple. There was usually one faculty member who gave orders and 
then he had a lieutenant who was a student who gave orders to the 
other students in the Young Communist League. Now, if you are 
really committed as a student, you then follow these orders. The 
orders may consist of marching in a parade, the orders may consist 
of standing in front of the campus gates and handing out certain 
pamphlets. The orders may consist of going to a certain meeting on 
the campus where people are up for election to a student organization 
and voting in a certain way. In fact, there : - all sorts of orders. 
But when a student is committed, he obeys. I don’t know whether 
that answers your question. 

senator Henprickson. That makes it quite clear. Thank you. 

The CHamman. Dr. Withers, do you believe that a Communist 
teacher can really be impartial in the classroom ? 

Mr. Wiruers. No, Senator, 1 do not. I differ from a lot of my col- 
leagues in that respect. In fact, I would say without any question 
that anyone who regards it as a possibility that a person who is really 
committed to the Communist Party can be impartial in the classroom 
is simply naive and doesn’t know what he is talking about. He has 
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had insuflicient experience with Communists. If I were the president 
of a university today, and I knew definitely that a certain person 
was a Communist who w: iS ap plying for a job, and it was told me 
that this person was imparti al in the classroom, I would simply laugh 
at the statement. I have never known any Communist, no matter 
how ap parently impartial they seemed to be in the classroom, who 
was really impartial in the ‘lassroom. 

Senator Jounsron. Is it not possible fora teacher to teach another 
person day in and day out without a little bit of the personality rub- 
bing off on the students ? 

Mr. Wirners. That is certainly true. And in addition to that, it 
is always the case that even in the selection of material to be dis- 
cussed or references to be read, that there is a very considerable slant- 
ing. In fact, I would like to repeat, that I think that anyone who 
ussumes that a person who is a really committed Communist can 
teach impartially in a classroom is simply naive. It is my long ex- 
perience with this thing that leads me to that conclusion. 

The Crairman. Is the damage done to students by Communist 
teachers confined to the classroom ? 

Mr. Wrrners. No, Senator; it isn’t. In some respects I think that 
the damage done outside the classroom is more serious than the damage 
done 1] side the clas room. 

The CHamman. Doctor, of your own knowledge and experience, 
‘ould you clive us some ex unples of that 2 

Mr. Wrrners. Well, I have known a great many students who were 
drawn into this thine. It is almost as though the »y were drawn in 
through some kind of suction. They went into it in good faith. They 
were students who had high idea Is an di In Many Cases good intellectual 
ability. What seems to happen is something like this: A student 
comes to colle ve, 1S inte reste d in college work, spend sa year or maybe 
2 years operating in an orderly fashion, works hard, gets good gr: ades, 
and then you find that that student begins to come under the influence 
of some student who is sympathetic to communism or some faculty 
member. Very soon they become preoccupied with that. They spend 
most of their time at it. Their class work goes down; their interesis 
in intellectual things of a broader nature declines. They then begin 
to doa lot of what might be calle d legwork for liberal organizations or 
Communist Party organizations, and then when they get through they 
are not in a condition to go on and make adequate use of the ec: apacities 
that they had when they ente red college. Frequently they go on for 
# number of years trying to make an adjustme nt and at the same time 
continue activity along th ese lines. 

The CHarrMan. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Are you basing this on actual experiences that you 
know of in class? 

Mr. Wiruers. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, you gave us the names in executive session, did 
you not, of these people that you are talking about ? 

Mr. Wiruers. I gave you the names of two examples. But I could 
give you the names of probably 20 or 30 people that I have known 
in my teaching career who were ruined ultimately by the Communist 
Party, who 10 years after college were thoroughly disillusioned and 
who were misfits, and at least 2 “of them, I know, are in the hands of 
psychiatrists at the moment. 
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Senator Weiker. Doctor, the names of the people that you gave us 
yesterday in executive session were taught by instructors or professors 
who attempted to be nonbiased and impartial as far as the party line 
was concerned in the classroom; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wirners. At least that is what they said they were doing. 

Senator Weiker. They said they were doing that. But the people 
that you related to us—the names of the people that you related to 
us yesterday in executive session—isn’t it a fact that they were hurt 
and ruined by their out-of-classroom onten ts with the professor or 
instructor ¢ 

Mr. Wiruers. Very definitely so. I think that that is what ruined 
them. It wasn’t the contact with the Communist teacher in the class- 
room that did it. 

Senator Jounston. Would you mind just stating the condition that 
they were in later without calling their names? 

Mr. Wiruers. Well, I would say that, first of all, they were not 
equipped to make any adequate adjustment to a work situation. In 
other words, to hold a job. ‘They were not well adjusted personally 
in their relations with people as they would have to meet people in 
our present-day society, and in many respects they were simply con- 
fused and retarded and personally and intellectually damaged by this 
experience. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Withers, is mere competence in subject mat- 
ter a guaranty that Communist teachers will not damage their 
students ? 

Mr. Wirners. There again that is something that I find myself 
in disagreement with my colleagues on, or some of my colleagues. My 
own feeling is this, that mere competence as an economist or as a 
teacher of English or as a physical education teacher is not enough 
to guarantee that a person will not damage students. I think that 
many people who have appeared before this committee and who have 
refused to testify are people who are extremely competent in their 
subjec t matter. And yet the damage that they have done as teachers 
is very great and here again I refer to a possible example. If I were 
a college administrator, I certainly wouldn't accept mere competence 
in the subject-matter field involved as sufficient basis for employing 
a teacher. I think that that again is being naive in these modern 
times. It might have been excusable in college administrators back 
in 1925 when people didn’t understand these things. But we have 
moved quite a long way since 1925. It would seem to me that both 
college administrators and professors in colle ges who are not Commu- 
nists should be more sophisticated by this time than to assume that 
mere competence is enough in a period when we are endangered by 
critical attacks by subversive groups. 

Senator We_kKerR. May I have the witness, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Senator Welker 

Senator Wetxer. Doctor, do you think, and I am asking these 
questions because of the fact as you know this is my first term on this 
committee, investigations by a congressional committee such as this 
tend to or does destroy academic freedom ? 

Mr. Wiruers. Well, there again I am in disagreement with some 
- my colleagues. I don’t think so. I think that the very essence of 

cademic freedom is the discovery and uncovering of facts. There 
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Is no point in academic freedom except to get at the truth. I cannot 
see why a congressional committee which is sincerely trying to get at 


the truth, the facts, should be a danger to academic freedom. As a 
matter of fact, I don’t see w hy, to put it on the positive side, it wouldn’t 
be a assistance to academic freedom. Academie freedom certainly 
means, if it means anything at all, the free dissemination of truth, and 
I cannot see why a congressional committee, if it operates in good 
faith, isn’t doing that 


Senator Weiker. May I follow that further, Mr. Witness. Do 
you think that an investigation such as this, by a duly constituted 
committee of the United States Senate, is undemocratic ? 

Mr. Wirners. No: I'do not. Of course, you see, democratic or the 
word “democracy” itself is one which many people define in many 
ee ways. But I think that one of the essential characteristics 
of democracy is freedom, and that it is also based upon the freedom 
of intellectual processes. If you go back to the days of George Wash- 
ington, you find that one of the things that our first President empha- 
sized was the fact that education was necessary for the functioning 
of democracy. Well, he believed that education was necessary for 
the functioning of democracy because he believed that democracy de- 
pends 9 a well-informed public opinion. 

Now, if you assume that a congressional committee, which is at- 
ientie to inform the public, is undemocratic, it seems to me that 
you are inconsistent with some of the most fundamental principles 
of democracy. 

Senator Werxer. Doctor, do you think that the investigations such 
as this are carried on solely for the purpose of attacking “schools and 
educational institutions and the morale of schools or educational 
institutions ¢ 

Mr. Wirners. Well, in my opinion, it would seem to me that the 
answer to that question is “no.” At least, I don’t see enough evidence 
as yet to say that the answer to that is “yes.” It seems to me that the 
answer to that, so far as I have been cognizant of what has been going 
on, and I have not followed the operations of these committees too 
closely, but so far as I have been cognizant of what has been going on, 
it seems to me the answer to that question is “no”; that it is not the 
purpose of these committees, primarily, to attack educational institu- 
tions. I don’t know what more you would want than the statement 
the chairman of this committee made at the beginning of this ses- 
sion. Incidentally, on that point it seems to me that there are a lot of 
people who keep talking about the American principle, that everyone 
should be presumed innocent until proved guilty. That particular 
idea has been applied mostly to individuals. “But T see no reason why 
it cannot be applied to groups of individuals. If it can be applied to 
groups of individuals, why can’t it be applied to committees? The 
upshot of my reasoning is this: Why cannot a committee be presumed 
innocent until proved guilty ? 

Senator Werxer. I take it by your answer that you agree with us, 
or with me, at least, that our activities are not divisive or disruptive ; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Wirners. I would think so. In fact, I have the feeling that 
before the legislative committee which operated in New York, known 
as the Rapp-Coudert Committee, began to weed out some of the Com- 
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munist influences in the city college system in New York City that 
a situation in the city college system was very much divided. In 

fact, I would say that the Rapp-Coudert Committee had the result 
of reducing division, of reducing disruption. You see, one of the 
primary objects of Communists in any situation is to be disruptive. 
The sooner we get rid of Communists in colleges the less disruption 
there is. 

Senator We.xker. Doctor, you came before us yesterday in executive 
committee, and I am certain that not one Senator present knew whether 
or not you had been a Communist or had been in any way identified 
with the Communist Party. I think you would be happy to state that 
you were treated with all respect and all courtesy and every constitu- 
tional safeguard was afforded you before you testified. Is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Wiruers. That is correct. 

Senator Wetker. And, Doctor, do you feel that an investigation 
such as this is meant primarily as an attack upon the majority of the 
loyal American teachers throughout our land $ 

Mr. Wrruers. Well, I don’t see, really, why it should be, and I 
don’t think that it really is. It seems to me that if your object, 
which I assume is your object, is to uncover the facts concerning 
communism in the colleges, and in the school system, you surely 
are not attacking the majority because the majority are not Commu- 
nists. We know very well that, as was stated at the beginning of 
this session, the Communists do not constitute a majority of the 
school teachers. In fact, they constitute a minority. But a very 
dangerous minority, nonetheless. 

Senator Werker. Doctor, I would like your observations with 
respect to what you think about this question: Do you think that 
teachers are a self-sufficient community, that they shouldn’t be inves- 
tigated by a public official, and that they have no responsibility what- 
soever to the American peop le or to the public of our Nation ? 

Mr. Wrrners. Well, that point of view is a very common point of 
view, accepted in the academic profession. Personally, I have never 
been able to see it. I feel that it is a very dangerous theory to assume 
that teachers and particularly college teachers are a law to them- 
selves. There should not be any group in our Nation which regards 
itself as beyond the pub lic responsibility in some respect. I don’t 
see why college teachers should assume that they are a kind of little 
society, separated off from the rest of the Nation, with no respon- 
sibilities to the general public and that is particularly an untenable 
point of view when you are thinking of college teachers, college 
teachers who receive their salaries from public taxation and who 
are under the authority of Government administrations. 

I think it is a very dangerous philosophy and a very unwise one. 
I might emphasize the unwisdom of it. I don’t think that liberals 
in this country are going to protect academic freedom by taking the 
position that they have no responsibilities to the general public. I] 
think that is a very unwise point of view, and I think that in the end 
people who are attempting to protect their right to teach what they 
please will find that such a point of view will boomerang. The 
general public in this country is not going to accept the idea that 
there is any one group in society which has a right to say, “We have 
no responsibility to the rest of the Nation. 
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Senator Jounstron. I gather from what you say, then, that this 
investigation made by this committee could have a very wholesome 
effect. It could certainly let some of the administrators in the educs 
tional field realize what is going on. Some of them may be sleeping, 
so to speak, and not realizing Par a danger we are facing. Is that 
not true ¢ 

Mr. Wirners. Well, I think that that is true. I think that the 
legislative investigation in New York certainly had that effect. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuamman. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickxson. Doctor, to pursue Senator Welker’s ques- 
tioning one step further, you are probably aware, are you not, that one 
witness testified before this committee and said that by conducting 
this type of investigation the committee was degrading the Congress 
and violating the Constitution. Do you recall that? 

Mr. Wrrnuers. I think so; yes. 

Senator Henprickson. What have you to say about that statement ¢ 

Mr. Wirnuers. Well, I think that is just nonsense. I don’t think I 
would want to argue that point at all. 

Senator Henprickson. Do you not think that, as a matter of fact, 
it is our clear duty, the duty of this committee or some appropriate 
committee, to question anybody whose loyalty is involved, particularly 
a public servant ¢ 

Mr. Wirners. I think it is not only your right but your duty. 

Senator We ker. Especially witnesses whose activity might de- 
grade the entire teaching profession throughout our land ? 

Mr. Wrrners. Well, 1 think so. I have no use for the application— 
well, let me put it this way: I have no use for the argument that 
liberals make that Communists, on faculties, who spend their entire 
time smearing and degrading everybody else, are subject to maltreat- 
ment by a congressional committee that attempted merely to get at 
the facts as to whether they are Communists or not. It is not only 
illogical but it is immoral. In my opinion, some of the attacks made 
upon this committee are immoral. 

Senator Henprickson. Doctor, I take it from your testimony that 
you agree completely with Dr. Jones, of Rutgers ? 

Mr. Wirners. I certainly do. And I think that his statement is a 
very fine statement. 

The Cuarran. Dr. Withers, do you think that Communist teachers 
should be allowed to teach ? 

Mr. Wrirnrrs._ Well, there again I differ with the majority of my 
colleagues, and I start from bedroc ik My own opinion is that the 
Communist Party in this country should be made illegal, and, on top 
of that, I believe that it should be made illegal for any Communist to 
teach, either in colleges or in public se hools. That, I say, although I 
believe in academic freedom, I believe in the freedoms of the Bill of 
Rights, I believe in the entire structure of the American Constitution, 
but I think that so long as we take this position, that people who do 
everything possible in schools and colleges to undermine the American 
system of government, so long as we take the position that they have 
a right to do that, we are in a sense inconsistent, we are really very 
inconsistent, and we are following the policies which had such un- 
fortunate effects in Czechoslovakia, particularly. 
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Senator Weiker. Do you want to develop that Czechoslovakian 
matter a little further ? 

Mr. Wrruers. Well, I think that the situation in Czechoslovakia 
applied not so much to communism but to nazism. They preserved 
the rights of the Nazis to undermine their own system, with the result 
that the Nazis finally controlled Czechoslovakia. The Nazis certainly 
were not in favor of the freedoms of the Czechoslovakian Constitution. 
They did everything they could to undermine that constitution. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Withers, in connection with our opposition group, 
you know, the group that worked with you in opposition to the Com- 
munists in the teachers union back in 1939, and the group which 
went with you when you became president of A. F. of L. College 
Union—— 

Senator Henprickson. Independent caucus group. 

Mr. Morris. What generally has happened to those people? 

Mr. Wirners. That went with us? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, that stuck with you at that time. These people 
now that I am asking you about are people for the most part who 
were liberals of various steps, and who worked with the League as 
long as they could, and then began to express themselves against the 
Communist control of the thing. 

Mr. Wrrners. Some of them continued in the New York section of 
the Teachers’ Guild, and others became uninterested in union activi- 
ties. Some of them went into such organizations as the Americans 
for Democratic Action, others operated on liberal committees outside 
of such organizations. In other words, their liberal activities were 
less formal than membership in something like the Americans for 
Democratic Action. In general, they proceeded, according to their 
different personalities and interests, to follow various kinds of liberal 
activities. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Withers, we have observed here that many of the 
witnesses who have appeared before the committee in this particular 
session were identified before the Rapp-Coudert committee back in 
1941 as having been members of the Communist Party. Could you 
account in any way for the fact that despite sworn testimony to the 
effect that they were Communists, there has been relatively no moles- 
tation of these people in their positions ? 

Mr. Wirners. Well, in some colleges there is a general policy on 
the part of the faculty to permit the continuation of the work of 
Communist teachers, provided, as they say, it doesn’t interfere unduly 
with their impartiality, so-called, in their classwork. You see, it is a 
persistence of this idea that competence alone and ability to be im- 
partial in the classroom justifies the continuation on faculties of 
people who are obviously Communists. 

Mr. Morris. And if it had not been for the Senate committee bring- 
ing attention to these people and having them invoke their privilege 
in “public, there is relatively little that a college president can do, is 
that not right, Dr. Withers? 

Mr. Wirners. Not only little that he can do, but in some cases little 
that he willdo. There is both the will and the ability. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Any further questions, gentlemen ? 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Dr. Withers has been an involuntary 
witness today. He was subpenaed by virtue of the fact that he had 
been active in opposition to the activities of the Communists in New 
York and appeared here as a subpenaed witness. 

The Cuamman. Dr. Withers, the committee wants to thank you 
for attending. 

The next witness, please 

Mr. Morris. The next witness will be Mr. Gustafson. 

The Cuarrman. Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn 
to testify. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you shall give 
before the committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Gusrarson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ELTON T. GUSTAFSON, BROOKLYN, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The Cuamman. Will you be seated. You may state your name to 
the committee. 

Mr. (it STAFSON,. My hame is Elton Gustafson. 

The Cuarmman. Do you have any objections to your picture being 
taken ? 

Mr. Gvusrarson. None whatsoever. 

Mr. Morris. Will you spell your name for the reporter, Mr. Gustaf- 
son ¢ 
Mr. GusTaFrson. My last name ? 
ke-l-t-o-n G-u-s-t-a-f-s-o-n. 
Mr. Morris. What is your address? 

Mr. GustTarson. 139 Hoyt street, Brooklyn, ot 

Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation ¢ 

Mr. Gusrarson. Lam a teacher at Brooklyn College. 

Mr. Morris. What do you teach 2 

Mr. Gusrarson. Health and physical education. 

Mr. Morris. For how long have you been teaching at Brooklyn 
College / , 

Mr. Gusrarson. Since 1931. 

Mr. Morris. What are your degrees? 

Mr. Gustrarson. Before we go any more, may I make a statement, a 
public statement here? 

The Cuamman. There is a rule, Mr. Gustafson, of this committee, 
that statements have to be submitted to the committee 24 hours before 
testimony so we cah see whether it 1s competent testimony to go into 
the record, 

Mr. Gusrarson. I wasn’t notified of that. 

Phe CnHarrman. That is the rule of the committee, sir, I am sorry. 
[f you have a statement you want to submit to counsel, we will take it 
and examine it, but the 24-hour rule is the rule. 

Mr. Gusrarson. I have given it to the reporter. 

The CuarrmMan. He will hand it to counsel. 

Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. AB and AM. 

Mr. Morris. What college did you graduate from ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. University of New Hampshire. 
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Mr. Morris. What positions do you hold on the faculty? 

Mr. Gustarson. I am an instructor. 

Mr. Morris. What other position ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. I coach the tennis team. 

Mr. Morris. You are coach of the tennis team. 

Mr. Gusrarson. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a member of the teachers’ union ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Morris. For how long have you been a member of the teachers’ 
union ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. I don’t know exactly. It was the middle 1930's 
sometime. I don’t remember the exact date. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Gustafson, are you presently a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Gustarson. I am afraid I am going to have to refuse to answer 
that question because, first, it is my opinion, I believe that it is an un- 
warranted and in my opinion an unconstitutional invasion of my 
private rights as a citizen, because I believe that all such inquiries as 
this should be conducted by local authorities, colleges taking care of 
their own affairs, and their boards of regents and so forth, trustees, 
and because of the rights given to me under the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States not to have to testify against myself. 

The Cuatrman. The committee, of course, recognizes your refusal 
to answer under the fifth amendment, but as far as the other objec- 
tions, that is not so. 

Senator Jounstron. You realize if you were not a Communist and 
answered “No, I am not,” you would not be subject to any recrimina- 
tions of yourself, would you ¢ 

Mr. Gusrarson. I will have to refuse to answer that on the basis 
of my rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended secret meetings of the Com- 
munist Party, Mr. Gustafson ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. For the reasons given previously, and my privi- 
leges under the fifth amendment of the Constitution, I shall have to 
refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever sat in closed session with members of 
the Communist Party who were also members of your faculty ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. For the same reasons given previously, and be- 
cause of the privileges granted me under the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution, I shall refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever held office in the Teachers’ Union. 

Mr. Gustrarson. Locally, I believe, only locally. 

Mr. Morris. Will you describe that, Mr. Gustafson ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. I believe I—I do not know for sure of this, but I 
believe I was the secretary of Brooklyn chapter of the union, or 
something of that kind. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been a faculty adviser to the Young 
Communist League ? 

Mr. Gustarson. No; I have not. 

Mr. Morris. You have not. Have you ever been a member of the 
Young Communist League? 

Mr. Gustarson. For the same reasons I have given previously, my 
rights under the fifth amendment, I shall refuse to answer that. 
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Senator Werxer. Have you ever attended any meetings of the 
Young Communist League ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. I shall again plead my rights under the fifth 
amendment not to give testimony against myself, and refuse to answer 
the question. 

Senator Wevker. Are you right now employed as a teacher in the 
schools in New York City? 

Mr. Gusrarson. I am. 

Senator We._xer. Are you as of this moment a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. Because of all the reasons I have given previously, 
and the privileges granted to me under the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States, I shall have to refuse to answer 
that que stion. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Gustafson, did your name figure in the Rapp- 
Coudert investigation of the New York City school system in the 
year 1941¢ 

Mr. Gusrarson. Yes; it did. 

Mr. Morris. Did you testify at that time? 

Mr. Gusrarson. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Did you deny Communist Party membership at that 
time ? 

Mr. Gusrarson. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in fact a member of the Communist Party 
at that time? 

Mr. Gusrarson. Because of the reasons given previously and my 
privileges under the fifth amendment of the Constitution I shall not 
answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Is the reason that you deny party membership at that 
time the fact that you thought there was only one witness who would 
be able to testify to the fact that you were then a member of the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Gusrarson. I shall have to refuse to answer that question for 
the reasons given before and my rights under the fifth amendment 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. Have you remained a member of the Communist Party 
continuously since 1941 to date? 

Mr. Gustarson. For all of the reasons I have previcusly given and 
my rights under the fifth amendment, I shall have to refuse to an- 
swer that question. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

The Cuarmman. No further questions? The witness will be excused. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give an appearance “4? the record, please. 

Mr. Forer. Joseph J. Forer, 711 14th Street N. W., Washington, 
D. C. 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Forer, will you henceforth notify your clients 
about the 24-hour rule? 

Mr. Forer. The first I heard about it was this morning. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Young? 

The Cuarrman. Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn 
to testify. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give 
before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Youna. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF MURRAY YOUNG, BROOKLYN, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED 
BY JOSEPH FORER, ESQ., WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The Cuatrman. You may be seated. You are represented by coun- 
sel, Mr. Forer, for the record ? 

Mr. Youna. Yes. 

The CuarrMan, State your name to the committee. 

Mr. Youne. Murray Young. 

The CHAIRM AN. Where do you live, Mr. ew 

Mr. Youne. 27 Grace Court, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The Cuamman. What is your business ? 

Mr. Youna. I am an instructor at Brooklyn College. 

The CuatrMan. Brooklyn College, New York? 

Mr. Younea. That is right. I teach English. 

The CHatrMan. You may proceed. 

Mr. Youne. I would like very much to make a statement, if I could. 

The CuammaNn,. You can submit the statement here to counsel and 
we will see whether it is proper to go into the record. Although we 
have a 24-hour rule, we will be gi: ad to receive your statement. 

Mr. Morris. What is your salary now, Mr. Young? 

Mr. Youna. Well, it is something around $6,000. I am not quite 
sure of the exact figure. 

Mr. Morris. What work do you do on the faculty, Mr. Young? 

Mr. Youna. I am a teacher. 

Mr. Morris. What else do you do? Have you any other assign- 
ments on the faculty? Are you adviser to any student groups? 

Mr. Youna. At present I am not. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been in the past? 

Mr. Youna. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what that was? 

Mr. Youna. For many years I was adviser to the Observer, which 
was at that time, it is no longer in existence, the student literary 
paper. I was adviser to the English Club. Those are the two things 
I can think of at the moment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you held any other such positions on the faculty 
of the college ? 

Mr. Youne. You mean in an advisory capacity ? 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

Mr. Youna. I can’t recall any at the moment. I may—I can’t recall 
any at the moment. I may very well have had some other such posts. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now a member of the Communist Party, Mr. 
Young? 

Mr. Youna. I shall have to refuse that question because I would— 
I would like to explain why. In contrast to the first witness you 
had here, Mr. Withers, I don’t feel, as Mr. Withers does, that this 
committee is a great honor at the present time. As a matter of fact, 
I feel I am somewhat at an inquisition. 

Mr. Morris. You feel this committee has no right to ask you whether 
or not you are presently a member of the C ommunist Party, is that 
right, Mr. Young? 

Mr. Youna. No. May I tell this statement? I feel I have been 
brought before this committee. 

Senator Situ. Just a moment. 
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Let him answer the question asked him. 

The Cuamman. You may answer the question, Mr. Young. You 
ire here and you have counsel. Your rights will be respected before 
tls committee. You are not here before an inquisition board. You 
can either answer the question or you can’t. 

Mr. Youne. I feel that it is inquisitional, that your purpose is to 
vo into the sacred realm of my private opinion and for this reason 
and for my rights under the provisions of the fifth amendment, I 
refuse to answer these questions. 

The Cuairman. This committee will recognize your rights under 
the fifth amendment and you do not have to answer if you assert 
those rights. Do you mean by that the testimony that you might give 
might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Youna. I don’t know—at this present time under these cireum- 
stances I have no way ot knowing. 

The CuarrMan. You have counsel. In other words, your refusal to 
answer under the fifth amendment, what are your reasons " refusing 
to answer under the fifth amendment? You have counsel. You know 
your rights. 

Mr. Youna. May I consult? 

The Cnarrman. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Younc. It grows out of the fifth amendment itself. I don’t 
want to give testimony against myself. 

The CuarrMaAn. You do not want to give testimony against your- 
elf? 

Mr. Youne. That is right. 

The Cuamman. We will recognize that. That is a valid excuse. 
Therefore, you are not before a board of inquisition, you are before 

board legally constituted by the law of the United States Senate. 
Wea e here to perform a duty. 

Senator Jounsron. So it is your opinion, if you were asked if you 
were a Communist, that if you would answer that question by saying 
“No,” that that might incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Youna. For the reasons previously given, I ask the privilege 
of the fifth amendment not to give testimony against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Young, have you ever attended secret meetings of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Youne. For the reasons given and the privileges under the fifth 
amendment, I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended secret meetings of the Com- 
munist Party in conjunction with or in company with members of 
the faculty of your college? 

Mr. Youna. For the reasons given and for my rights under the fifth 
amendment, I refuse to answer the question. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Young, do you have any objections to your 
photograph being taken at this time? If you do, it will not be taken. 

Mr. Youne. Certainly not. 

The CrarrmMan. You can proceed with the pictures and then we 
will proceed with our questions. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Young, are you aware of the fact that you were 
identified during the New York State legislative committee in 1941 
as a member of the Communist Party by a professor on the staff of 
your university ¢ 
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Mr. Young. That information appeared in the newspapers; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Were you called to testify at that time in connection 
with that testimony ? 

Mr. Youne. I was called to testify in private hearings; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did you deny membership in the Communist Party 
on that occasion ? 

Mr. Youna. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in fact a member of the Communist Party 
at that time ? 

Mr. Youne. I refuse under the rights of the fifth amendment to 
answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Was your reason for not testifying, for testifying in 
the negative at that time, advice given to you that there was only one 
witness available who could testify to the fact that you were in fact 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Young. Again I plead my protection under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. While you were an adviser to the Observer were you 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Youne. Again I ask my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. While you were acting as adviser to the Observer, the 
student paper of Brooklyn College, were you meeting secretly with 
members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Youna. I again ask for my privilege not to give testimony 
against myself under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Were you ever an adviser to the Young Communist 
League ¢ 

Mr. Youna. Again I ask for my privileges under the fifth amend- 
ment not to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet with members of the Young 
Communist League who were in fact students of Brooklyn College? 

Mr. Youne. Again I ask for my privileges under the fifth amend- 
ment not to give testimony against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions. 

Senator Smirn. Do you recognize any duties under the American 
Constitution as a teacher or public officis al? 

Mr. Youne. I recognize my full duties, Senator. 

Senator Smiru. Well, do you think that your duties are being ful- 
filled when you refuse to give to this committee information that you 
apparently have as to your own situation when that might help this 
committee and help the Congress to ferret out the Communist plan to 
dominate the education process in America? 

Mr. Youne. I think that the effect of this committee is to destroy 
the academic freedom. 

Senator Smiru. I did not ask you that. I asked you whether or not 
you thought it was your duty under the Constitution to give the infor- 
mation that we ask for. 

Mr. Youna. I think it is my duty as a citizen to support and protect 
freedom of thought and speech in this country. 

Senator Smirx. Do you think it would hurt freedom of thought and 
speech for you to tell us the truth as to whether or not you have been 
or are a member of the Communist Party and whether or not you have 
been meeting or have met with Communists ? 
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Mr. Youna. I think to cooperate with this committee and the end 
of this committee, it seems to me is a real danger to freedom of 
thought and expression in this country and I do not want to be a party 
to weaken ning this great tradition. 

Senator Smirn. You follow the Communist line immediately, then, 
when you go before a board or committee or court to start ac ampaign 
of abuse against the committee, the courts, as was done in the Com- 
munist trial before Judge Medina, as was done in the treason trial 
before Judge Kaufman. and cases of that sort. You consider that 
to be your duty; is that right? 

Mr. Youne. You asked for my opinion and I gave it. Surely that 
is one of my priv ileges, to give my opinion, 

Senator Jounston. Is it your opinion that you should be allowed to 
ractice here as a teacher the communistic program ¢ 

Mr. Youna. I am afraid I don’t understand that question. 

Senator Jounstron. Do you think that you should be allowed to teach 
in a school, then, the communistic views? 

Mr. Younc. Iam an English teacher. I teach subjects that are set 
for me and the courses that are set for me. 

Senator JounsTon. You come in contact with the students, do you 
not / 

Mr. Youne. I would have to as a teacher. It would be difficult to 
teach without doing that. 

Senator Jounsron. And doing that, you have them looking up to 
you in a way, do they not? 

Mr. Youne. Insofar as I am a good teacher, I certainly hope they 
look up and respect me. 

Senator Jounston. And you would have a large influence over them, 
would you not? 

Mr. Younea. Well, I—— 

Senator Jounston. Go ahead. 

Mr. Youna. I am afraid I cannot say. I suppose every teacher 
hopes that by helping students to understand something about the 
nature of the world, something about the great literature of the past, 
that he does influence you That is why you are hired; that is why 
you are kept on in a position. 

Senator JounsTon. And, if you had communistic views as a teacher, 
isn’t it true that you would wield a great influence over that student? 

Mr. Younes. I am afraid I can’t answer that question. 

The CHarrmMan. Let me ask you this question, Professor Young. 
Do you think it is proper and all right for Communists to teach in the 
pub lic schools and universities and colleges of this country ¢ ¢ 

Mr. Youns. If they are competent teachers within their field, yes. 

The Cuatrman. The witness is excused. 

Senator Henprickson. One moment, please, Mr. Young. I must 
assume from all your testimony, or lack of it, that you disagree totally 
with Dr. Jones of Rutgers U niversity in New Jerse “y on this subject. 

Mr. Young. I don’t know who Dr. Jones is. 

Senator Henprickson. You never heard of Dr. Jones? 

Mr. Youna. Perhaps I have, but I don’t know what you are refer- 
ring to, what the statement of his is. 

Sen: itor Henprickson. You have not read his statement? 

Mr. Youne. Where would I read it? 
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Senator Henpricxson. It has been in the paper. 

Mr. Youne. Perhaps I didn’t read it thoroughly enough. 

Senator Henprickxson. You testified about your academic back- 
ground. What degrees have you? 

Mr. Youna. I have an A. B. and M. A. 

Senator Henpricxson. Where did you go to college? 

Mr. Youne. University of Notre Dame and Columbia and NYU. 

Senator Henprickson. Before that, what was your school training? 

Mr. Younc. Well, I went to the regular pub lic high school. 

Senator Henprickson. You were born in the United States, were 
you! 

Mr. Youna. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever use the Communist Party name of West? 

Mr. Youna. I refuse under my rights under the fifth amendment to 
answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Were you ever known as Comrade West ? 

Mr. Youne. Again I plead my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that there has been public testimony by 
Professor Grebanier to the effect that you were known in the secret 
unit of Brookly n College as Comrade West ? 

Mr. Younc. You are reading from the newspaper clipping. 

Mr. Morris. Are you aware that he has publicly testified to that? 

Mr. Youna. I read the ne wspaper ; yes 

Mr. Morris. You know that he did testify to that ? 

Mr. Youna. Yes: he did testify to that. 

Mr. Morris. And were you in fact ever known as Comrade West? 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer for the same reasons stated. 

Senator Henprickson. Where were you born in the United States 
and when? 

Mr. Youna. I was born in Oklahoma, 1907 

Senator Henprickson. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

The CHarrMan. The witness will be excused. 

The public hearing this morning is completed. I will ask the 
room now to be cleared. The committee wants to hold an executive 
session. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m. the committee was recessed subject to 
the call of the Chair.) 
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Unitep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ‘To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act, 
AND Oruer INTERNAL Securirry Laws, 
OF THE COMMITYEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, Paves. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 11:15 a. m. in room 
457, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C., Hon. William E. 
Jenner (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Hendrickson, Welker, Butler, Eastland, 
and Johnston. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benja- 
min Mandel, director of research. 

The Cuatmrman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Tima Ludins is the first witness. 

The Cuarrman. Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn 
to testify / Q Will you sti ind, p lease ? 

Do you swear that the evidence you will give in this hearing shall 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 

Miss Luprins. I do. 

The CHatrrman. You may be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF TIMA LUDINS, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED 
BY HER ATTORNEY, JOSEPH FORER 


The Cuairman. You may state your full name to the committee. 

Miss Luprns. My name is Tima, T-i-m-a D. Ludins, L-u-d-i-n-s, 
and my address is 222 West 23d Street, and I want to say right 
here—— 

The CuatmrmMan. West 23d Street, where? 

Miss Lupins. New York City, where I have lived for 15 years, 
and I want to say right here th: at I am shocked and indignant at the 
treatment this committee has given me. You have made it appear 
in the press, even as far as last night, that this was some mysterious 
name, “Tima,” with quotation mi irks, an underground party name, 
when right here in this committee yesterday it was established that 
that was my name by which I was known, and by no other. 

What is this cloak-and-ds agger mystery you are staging ? 
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The Cuarman. This committee has done nothing of the kind, 
and I request that all the voluntary statements of the witness be 
stricken from the record. 

Miss Lupins. I am sorry. All I want to establish is that this is 
my name. 

The Cuatrman. You are here to testify before this committee, 

Miss Lupins. I am testifying, and I want my name known. 

The Crarrman. These voluntary statements will be stricken from 
the record. 

Miss Luprins. I want my name known by the press; and I think, if 
they have any decency, they will say this is my real name, not with 
quotation marks. 

You have assassinated my character, blackened my name. I want 
to tell you something else. 

The Cuamman. I do not want to hear anything else from you at 
this time. You are here to testify as a witness. Again I want to 
admonish you that you are not to make voluntary statements. You 
are here as a witness. You have an attorney, and you are not pro- 
ceeding with decorum. 

Miss Luprns. I am merely establishing that that is my real name. 

The CuarrmMan. I asked for your real name and your real name is 
in the record. All other voluntary statements will be stricken from 
the record. 

Do you have any objections to these photographers taking your 
picture? 

Miss Luprns. None; none at all. I am no mystery woman. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed with the photographs, and we will then 
proceed with the testimony. 

Mr. Morris. Miss Ludins, what is your present occupation ? 

Miss Luprns. I am a painter now. 

Mr. Morris. You are a painter? 

Miss Luprns. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party? 

Miss Luprns. As I told you yesterday, I refuse to answer that ques- 
tion for the following reasons: 

First, it is an invasion of my rights under the first amendment—the 
freedom of conscience, of thought, and of association. 

Second, this committee has no jurisdiction in education. That is 
a local and State matter. 

Third, I stand on my privilege under the fifth amendment. That 
is, not to bear witness against myself. I believe that the first amend- 
ment was written into our Constitution to protect the innocent as 
well as the guilty from persecution. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will recognize your right to refuse 
to answer the question under the fifth amendment. 

Miss Luptns. However, I give all the other reasons. 

The Cuaman. Not for the other reasons stated. 

Miss Luptns. However, they are the reasons that are mine. The 
committee may do as it wishes. 

The Cratrman. I ask again that the voluntary statements of the 
witness be stricken from the record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, this witness was called today in the 
face of testimony in open session of one witness, John Lautner, whose 
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sworn testimony before this committee indicated that in 1949 and 
early 1950 he was engaged in organizing 500 Communist Party teach- 
ers into an unde reround, the plan for which had been brought from 
abroad by the leaders of the Communist Party sometime ear lier. Mr. 
Lautner testified that a woman he knew who was named Tima, who 
lived at the Hotel Chelsea, was active in organizing these 500 teachers 
into an underground. 

For that reason, this witness has been brought here today. 

Have you lived in the Chelsea Hotel ? 

Miss Luprns. I have. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named John Lautner? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons 
that I refused to answer the others. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a woman named May Miller, who was 
a leading organizer of the Communist Party in 1949? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse for the same reasns. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended secret meetings of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer this question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been a leading organizer of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been known by any other name than Tima 
Ludins? 

Miss Luprns. I told you that my name is Tima Ludins. My chil- 
dren for the last number of years that I have been teaching in the 
high schools knew me by no other name. My elementary 

Mr. Morris. Miss Ludins, the question is: Have you been known by 
any other name at any time ? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer that question because you are trying 
to do the same thing that you did in the press. I refuse to answer for 
the same reasons. You are trying here to cast a shadow of guilt over 
me, as you did in that very obvious way. 

Senator Jounsron. Do you mean to say that just answering the 
question as to whether or not you have been called by any other 
name—— 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons, 

The Cuarrman. What do you mean? The same reasons, under the 
fifth amendment ? 

Miss Luprns. The reasons I gave you, under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will recognize that. 

Mr. Morrts. Have you been to the Soviet Union ? 

Miss Luprns. I have. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have free access to the Soviet Union when 
you were in the Soviet Union ? 

Miss Luprns. I came there as a tourist through Intourist. 

Mr. Morris. Did you travel extensively ? 

Miss Luprns. I traveled. 

Senator EastLanp. When were you in the Soviet Union? 

Miss Luprns. 1932 to 1933. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you travel when you were in the Soviet 
Union? 

Miss Luprins. Places where all tourists call. 

Mr. Morris. Did you go to the Caucasus, the Crimea ? 
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Miss Luprns. I went all over, everywhere. It was a guided tour 
where everybody went. 
Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time / 
Miss Lupins. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 
Senator Easrtanp. With whom did you go to the Soviet Union? 
Miss Lupins. With an Intourist group. There were thousands of 
people rong there then. 
Senator Easrtanp. Who was in your group ¢ 
Miss Luprns. ilow do I know? 
Senator Eastranp. Do you know anvone that was in your group ? 
ss Luprns. [ don’t remember. It was a tourist group. 


Senator Jounsvon. Do you mean to say you went with a group 


al d cannot te |] the committee a single person's name 4 
Miss Luprins. I mean to say I went individually, and was put into 
Intourist group. the names of whom I did not know and did not 


eare about. That is how I traveled. | vot into a group, and I don’t 


remember their names, r wr 
Senator EasrLanp. Nc long were you with a group in the Soviet 
Union ¢ 


Miss Luprns. For 2 months of the summer. 

Senator EASTLAND. ‘You were in that group 2 months ? 

Miss Lupins. No; the group broke up to go to whatever places 
they were interested in. 

Senator Easttanp. How long were you with that group, 2 weeks, 
3 weeks 

Miss Lupins. I don’t remember. It was so long ago I can’t remem- 
ber exactly. 

Senator Easrnanp. You were with the group for several weeks? 

Miss Luptns. Not with the same group. 

Senator Jounsron. Is it true that vou left them and went to Russia 
when you got into Europe? 

Miss Luprns. It is not true. I went through Germany, England, 
and Russia, and there the groups break up according to the interests. 
Some were interested in schools, as I was, and I wanted to go to see 
education. Some were interested in engineering. And that was the 
way the group was broken up. 

Senator JoHnston. What part of the time in Europe did you spend 

1 Russia ? 

” Miss Lupins. I told you that I spent that year in Russia, that I 
spent another _ previous to that in France and England. In France 
and England I was looking at art and I was interested in visiting 
schools, and in the Soviet Union I did the same thing. 

They have that wonderful Amytaj, that museum where I saw the 
wonderful Rembrandts that I had never seen before. I also visited 
schools. I am a person interested in education and art and I observed 
those things in England, in France, for half a year, in Italy for half 
a year, in England, in the Soviet Union. 

Senator Jounston. You are interested too in communism ? 

Miss Luprns. That is one of those loaded questions, and I will refuse 
to answer it on the same grounds. 

Senator Weixer. What school did you teach in in New York? 

Miss Luptns. Evander Childs High School, ever since I got out 
of college. I have taught there as Tima Ludins. 


eer 
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Senator Weixer. And when did you graduate from college ¢ 

Miss Lupins. Long ago. Lot’s see; 1920, I believe. 

Senator WeLker. What college ? 

Miss Luprns. Hunter College. 

Senator WeLker. And are you now teaching in this high school / 

Miss Luprns. No; I retired. 

Senator Wretxer. When did you retire ? 

Miss Luprns. October 27, 1952. 

Senator We_ker. Where were you born ? 

Miss Luprns. Russia. 

Senator Wetxker. That is all. 

Mr. Morris. Miss Ludins, were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you attended Hunter College? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons, 
Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you first took up teaching? At Evander Childs High School? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended secret meetings of the Communist 
Party at the time you were teaching? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Morris. While you attended secret meetings, did you use an 
assumed name / 

Miss Luprns. I don’t like that question. 

Mr. Morris. I do not care whether you like the question. Answer it. 

Miss Luptns. I cannot answer a question which is no question. 
You asked me that question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you used an assumed name at any time? 

Miss Luprns. I told you that you are using that question as you used 
my name with the press, and I refuse to answer it. 

Mr. Morris. Will you answer it? 

Miss Luprns. I will not answer it because you have done this thing 
to me and you have tried to frame me. 

The Cuatrman. Why do you refuse to answer ? 

Miss Lupins. For the same reasons. 

The Cuatrman. Under the fifth amendment? 

Miss Luptns. For the same reasons, including the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. You will not answer the question because you will not 
be a witness against yourself ? 

Miss Luprns. That is one of the reasons I gave. 

Mr. Morris. Did you receive notice on the 24th day of October 1952, 
to appear before the board of education and give testimony in con- 
nection with the program which the board of education was carrying 
on against Communist teachers ? 

Miss Luprns. I did not. 

Mr. Morris. Was a letter sent to you dated October 24, 1952? 

Miss Luprns. I don’t know when it was sent to me, but I did not re- 
ceive it. I did not see it until much later. No; let me see that letter. 
Let me get that straight again. No; I didn’t get any letter. There 
was no letter that I received. I returned October 27. My retirement 
went through. I was no longer a teacher, and later 

Mr. Morris. When did you apply for your retirement? 

The CuatrmMan. Let her answer. 
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Miss Luprns. Later, when I received the letter I called up the coun- 
sel of the board of education and the day that I was to appear I said, 
“Look, I have a letter here to appear today. You probably don’t 
know that I retired.” 

He said, “Oh, yes. Well, just forget all about it, Miss Ludins. 
Forget all about that letter.” 

Mr. Morris. Miss Ludins, when did you first apply for retirement ? 

Miss Lupins. About—I think it was October 24. IT am not certain. 

Mr. Morris. Isn’t October 24 the date that the board of education 
asked you to appear ¢ 

M SS ] UDINS. No. 

Mr. Morris. Wasn’t that the date of the letter sent to you? 

Miss Luprns. I got the letter- 

Mr. Morris. I mean when it was sent to you. 

Miss Luptns. I don’t know. I got the letter about 5 days later to 
appear 5 days later, about 5 days after my retirement, and I again 
repeat that a counsel for the board of education said, “Forget all 
about it; it is a mistake.” 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Mandel of our staff has been com- 
municating with the board of education in connection with this par- 
ticular exchange of letters. I was wondering if you would like to hear 
his testimony on this subject ? 

The CratrmMan. I would, at this time. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you be sworn? 

The CuHatrmMan. Do you swear that the evidence you will give in this 
hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Mr. Manpet. I do. 





TESTIMONY OF BENJAMIN MANDEL 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, in connection with the testimony of Miss 
Ludins, concerning a certain letter that was sent by the board of edu- 
cation, have you, in the course of your official duties, phoned Mr. Mos- 
koff inthe New York City corporation counsel’s office and asked him 
when Miss Ludins was summoned to appear before the board for 
hearing ? 

Mr. Manpet. I have. 

Mr. Morris. What did Mr. Moskoff tell you was the date when Miss 
Ludins was summoned ? 

Mr. Manpvet. Miss Ludins received a letter signed by William Jan- 
sen, superintendent of schools of New York City, dated October 24, 
1952 

Mr. Morris. How do you know that? 

Mr. Manvev. Calling her to appear on October 31, 1952. 

The board of education then received a letter dated October 24, 1952, 
from Miss Ludins. 

Mr. Morris. What was the date? 

Mr. Manpev. October 24, 1952, the same date, asking for retirement 
which was to take effect October 27, 1952. 

Then further, on October 31, 1952, the date on which she was asked 
to appear, she phoned Mr. Moskoff at 4:40 and told him that she did 
not have to appear because her retirement had gone into effect on 
October 27. 
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Mr. Morris. How do you know that, Mr. Mandel? 

Mr. Manpvet. I got that from Mr. Saul Moskoff, the assistant corpo- 
ration counsel in charge of investigating subversive activities in the 
New York City public schools. 

Mr. Morris. Did he have the official records of the department in 
front of him when he was giving you that information ? 

Mr. Manvet. Well, he spoke to me on the telephone. 

Mr. Morris. Was he giving that evidence from the official records? 

Mr. Manvet. He was giving me that record officially. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you had called him previously and 
asked him to get out the records and give you this particular infor- 
mation ? 

Mr. Manne. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the record shows that Mr. Lautner tes- 
tified before this committee in connection with this on October 13, 1952. 

Miss Lupins. May I consult counsel, please ? 

The CuarrMan. You may. 

(The witness confers with her attorney.) 

The Cuarrman. Miss Ludins, would you tell the committee, please, 
why you decided to retire at the time that you did, in 1952? 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF TIMA LUDINS 


Miss Luprns. I shall be very glad to. I had taught 30 years, and 
the conditions in the school in the last few years have been such that 
it takes a person of iron to stay there. Children are retarded. They 
come to high school, they can’t read the most simple page; they can’t 
write so that anybody can understand them, because the funds for 
education have been curtailed, because, in spite of the great increase 
in birth rate since the war there has been no provision made for some 
25,000 [sic] children, because teachers are overpaid, and there are 
burdens of clerical work and other duties that are increased, because 
the conditions in the schools are awful and because the children have 
become disciplinary problems, with these killers and comics they read, 
and because teachers are so tired that how they can last 30 years is one 
of the great mysteries to me, and I felt that I had done a noble job 
teaching for 30 years, as my records will show, and that I had well 
earned a vacation. Besides which, I have this interest in art that I 
have had all my life, and I felt that I owed it to myself while I was still 
young enough to enjoy painting full time and that is why I did it. 

Senator Easruanp. What subject did you teach, Miss Ludins. 

Miss Lupins. English. 

The Cuatrman. Then the notice from the board of education had 
nothing to do with your deciding to retire ? 

Miss Luprns. It couldn’t have because I got the notice about 5 days 
after my retirement had gone through. 

The Cuarrman. You did not receive any information from anyone 
that this notice was coming to you that you were to appear before the 

soard ? 

Miss Luprns. No; I did not. 

Senator Jonnston. When did the school term begin? 

Miss Luptns. September something. 

The Cratrman. Miss Ludins, why didn’t you testify when the 
board had asked you to come and testify, and give them the informa- 
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tion they wanted? You had retired. Your status could not be im- 
paired in any wavy. 

Miss Luprns. First of all, I had no reason to. I was preparing for 
my trip. I left a day or so later. So I had no time to waste. 

The Crarmman. You mean that a person who taught in the public 
schools for 30 years 

Miss Luprns. That is right. 

The CuairMan (continuing). In response to the request from the 
board of education, was too busy to go to the board and give them the 
information they wanted ¢ 

Miss Lupins. May I go on? That is one reason. I was preparing 
for my trip, and I had lots of art materials to buy. 

Another reason was I have lost respect for that board of educa- 
(ion since they have been firing teachers who, by their own words, are 
the best teachers in the system. 

The Cuarmman. You mean they have been firing Communist 
teachers ? 

Miss Luprxs. Don’t put words into my mouth. I said they have 
been firing teachers who, by their own words, have been the best 
teachers. In fact, the board said they have been exemplary teachers, 
and when they brought their records of 25 years of service it said, 
“We know you have been exemplary teachers. We merely want to 
know, are you or have you been Communists 

No teacher who doesn’t believe in democracy ean teach children 
without saying “these dopes” as I have heard some of our teachers 
say. They were good teachers, had given their lives to it. They had 
taught their children the Bill of Rights. They had taught their 
children the respect for freedom of thought and conscience, and they 
would not go on the stand then to subvert all their life’s teaching. 

Because the board fired teachers that were of that caliber, I lost 
my respect for them and would not go and testify before such a board. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you think a member of the Communist Party can 
be a good teacher, Miss Ludins? 

Miss Luprns. I think any teacher who has the qualifications and 
does a good, efficient job as a teacher is qualified, be that person a 
Communist, a Catholic, or anything else at all. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you think a member of the Nazi Party can be a 
cvood teacher ? 

— Lupins. I think a Nazi who keeps his ideas to himself, locked 

1 his own head, and never incites to racial hatred in the classroom, 
as May Quinn and other Nazis in our schools did, I think anyone who 
teaches well in the classroom, according to the things she is supposed 
to teach, is a teacher who has the right to teach. 

The Cuamman. Who is to police the teachers in the classroom 
to see that they are not putting out fanatic doctrines ? 

Miss Luprns. Are we coming to a police state where you want 
policing ? 

The Cuamman. Who is to determine that they do not put in their 
prejudices ? 

Miss Luptns. If you ask me who is to police them, I will say I didn’t 
know we havea police state. I can’t answer that. That would be sad. 

The Caunicast, I will ask you this way: Do you think it is pos- 
sible— 
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Miss Luprns. I haven’t finished the answer to that question. I 
think, however, that when we have a democratic system of education, 
we have chairmen of departments, we have principals, we have super- 
visors who observe the classes and make reports on this teaching they 
obse rved, 

We have no police state yet, I am glad to say. 

The CHarrman. Do you think it is possible for a fanatical Com 
munist to keep his views from being spread into the classroom ¢ 

Miss Luprns. I know that the board of education has not been able 
to produce one iota of evidence that any teacher has ever taught any- 
thing in the classroom but the subject which she was hired to teach. 
If they had that, don’t you think, Mr. Jenner, that that would have 
been in banner headlines in the press, even more than this myterious 
Tima that is suppos sed to be the mystery ¢ If the Vv had one iota of 
proof that any teacher taught anything in the classroom but her sub 
ject that she was supposed to teach, they would have produced that 
evidence, but there wasn’t one bit of evidence like that. 

Senator Easrianp. Miss Ludins, if the board of education was 
investigating information that it had received that 500 New York 
teachers were being organized into a Communist underground, part of 
a conspiracy to overthrow this country, don’t you think that they had a 
right to go intothat? Don’t you think that it was their duty to go into 
that ? 

Miss Luprins. I think if the board of education takes the testimony 
of one Lautner, a paid informer who has been running all over the 
United States, paid well, framing people and trying to spread impres- 
sions, such as this that I got here, this “Tima” in quotes, “known so 
in the Communist underground,” in quotes, if such a character, such a 
loathsome creature, a Judas, an informer, is the one that the board 
accepts as a witness without any further attempt to get any proof, I 
think— 

Senator EasrLanp. Wait a minute . You see—— 

Miss Luprns. I think the board is guilty. 

May I finish ? 

Senator Easrnanp. You are attempting to build an argument—— 

Miss Lupins. No; I am just answering your question. 

Senator EastLanp. Wait a minute, please. 

You are attempting to build an argument on your own statements 
that that was the source of the board’s information. 

Miss Luprns. That is what the newspapers told me. 

Senator Easritanp. But you do not know what the source of the 
board’s information was. 

Miss Lupins. The newspapers said so. 

Senator Easttanp. Don’t you think it was your duty to cooperate 
with that committee ? 

Miss Lupins. With which committee ? 

Senator EastLanp. With the committee in New York, for which 
you refused to testify ? 

* Miss Luprns. Well, I gave all my reasons. I first of all don’t co- 
operate with anyone who uses the testimony of a paid informer who is 
paid to make up facts if he can’t find any. 

Senator Easttanp. Were they made-up facts ? 
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Mr. Morris. Do you have any evidence for that ? 

Miss Lupins. That Lautner is a paid informer? Yes, I have seen 
that in the paper hundreds of times. 

Senator Easrianp. If you could correct that information and brand 
him for what he was, it appears to me that you would be most anxious 
to do that. 

Miss Luptns. Yes; I will answer that question. I will be glad to 
answer that question. Just as this committee, I am assured, is not out 
to find facts and truths. They are out to give false impressions by 
innuendo, because they otherwise would not have invented this myste- 
rious Tima, when that is my name. 

Senator EastLtanp. You are resorting—— 

Miss Luprns. Just as you do that because you don’t want the truth. 
You want to smear me. 

Senator Easrtanp. You are resorting to a typical Communist trick. 

Miss Lupins. Really, if my temper isn’t up to here [indicating] by 
now, with this news I have seen—— 

Senator EastLanp. Your statement is absolutely false, because this 
committee has made no such statement. In other words, it is an 
excuse that you have—— 

Miss Luptns. May I ask you then 

Senator Easr.anp. To refuse to do your duty by your country. 

Miss Luprns. May I ask you then who leaks this to the Washing- 
ton Post? This was a closed committee hearing—that this was a 
mysterious name? 

Senator Easrianp. I am saying that this committee did not, and 
I did not, because I was not here. 

Miss Lupins. Who did? It was in the record that that was my 
name. 

Senator Jonnston. Can’t you clear that up for us by saying that 
you were never known by an assumed name? Can’t you also say 
“No, I am not a Communist”? 

Miss Luptns. I would love to answer that question. You see, I 
could tell you anything I want. I, a teacher with the most wonderful 
record of teac hing for all these years, I could tell you anything, but 
you wouldn't take my word for it. You take this paid informer, 
Lautner’s word, against mine. You know that, and that is why the 
fifth amendment has been put in the Constitution, to protect the in- 
nocent as well as the guilty. 

Senator Jounsron. Do you mean that you would commit a crime 
if you would say you were not a Communist ? 

Miss Luprns. I didn’t say anything about committing crimes, of 
myself as ever committing crimes. So please don’t continue that 
cloak-and-dagger kind of questioning. I said I would not—I would 
not leave myself open to the kind of thing that that creature, that 
lower-than-the-low can say, because he was paid for it. 

If he didn’t make up these things, he would lose his pay. I would 
not degrade myself by answering the accusations of a stool pigeon 
and informer. 

Senator Eastianp. Don’t you think, lady, that you are degrading 
yourself in the eyes of the American people when you take this po- 
sition? What are you 








Miss Luprins. No, I don’t. 
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Senator Easrtanp. What are you afraid of ? 

Miss Luprns. Last night after the hearing I wanted a breath of 
fresh air so I went to the movies, right in Washington, and they were 
playing Androcles and the Lion. There was a wonderful thing in it. 
I must tell you about it, gentle men. 

One of the captains, Caesar’s captains said 


Throw the Christians to the lions— 
and they said: 
For security, because we lose our security if the Christians are around. 


Then they told that to Caesar, and Caesar, who had a knowledge of 

history, said: 

For every Christian we throw to the lions, two new ones will Jump up— 

and, gentlemen, for every teacher you are trying to pillory here, two 
new teachers will jump up. 

Senator Jounston. Communists, you mean ? 

Miss Lupins. I knew you were going to use that. Will you let me, 
please, finish ? 

For every teacher, as I said, whom you are pillorying here, 2 new 

teachers will get up and fight for academic freedom, fight for the right 

of freedom of conscience in our country, fight for the right of free- 
dom which our country has always stood for, and for every 2 teachers, 
100 people will rise up. Every article on your committee begins with 
“Since the committees have been so attacked in the last few weeks.” 
The whole country is going to rise against this kind of committee. 
They are going to put an end to it because this is the end of democracy, 
and we will come out with a strong democracy, with academic freedom 
of conscience, and return to the American traditions, in spite of these 
committees. 

Senator Jounston. If all witnesses are like you, I do not think we 
will have any trouble. 

Mr. Morris. Does the Soviet Union have a strong democracy ? 

Miss Lupins. I don’t know. I have an awfully hard time working 
to keep democracy here. 

Senator Eastnanp. Let me ask you a question: Is this democracy 
you talk of the democracy that Vishinsky and Stalin speak of ? 

Miss Luprns. This is what Jefferson and Roosevelt spoke of. 

Senator Eastianp. Do you think that Jefferson and Roosevelt would 
have refused to give a committee of the American Congress infor- 
mation ? 

Miss Luprins. You see, in the time of Jefferson, with the alien and 
sedition laws, Jefferson was working to undo those laws, and I am 
working to undo this kind of committee. We are doing exactly the 

same thing, to return my country to the path of democrac y. We are 
working for thesamething. If Jefferson sat here, he would agree with 
everything that I say. 

Senator Easttanp. The Russian brand? You would not have a 
committee like this in the Soviet Union? 

Miss Lupins. The people there will take care of their committees. 
I am interested in the people trying to smear people and pretend 
there are mysterious people hiding their names. 

Senator Eastianp. Lady, aren’t you smearing yourself? 
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Miss Luprns. No; I think I am upholding democracy, even as all 
our great people in this country—and all our little people have upheld 
democracy and are doing, up to this moment. 

The Cuatrman. Miss Ludins, when did you become an American 
citizen / 

Miss Lupins. I don’t remember the exact date, 1909 or 1911—I don’t 
remember the date. 

The Cnrairman. Is it your testimony that you have never been a 
Communist ¢ 

Miss Luprns. I told you how many times, that I refuse to answe1 
this question, on the grounds that I have stated. 

The Cuamman. Could you answer this question: Do you think it is 
right for a person who has been a naturalized citizen of this country 
and who has had the benefits and privilege and honor of teaching in 
the public schools for 30 years in this country to refuse to give infor- 
mation to any committee, either the New York Board of Edue ation or 
this committee, concerning a conspir acy of 500 teache aT’, conspir acy 
of the Communist Party to infiltrate the schools, the public schools 
and educational system of this country, when you know that commu- 
nism is an advoeate of the overthrow of this Government ? 

Miss Luprns. Well, tha is a very loaded question and has so many 
things. 

The Cratrman. I do not think it is loaded. I think it requires a 
simple answer. 

Miss Lupins. I don’t know what you require me to answer. 

The CHarrMan,. I just want a simple answer of the truth. Do you 
think that the proper way—— 

Miss Luprns. I think that any citizen—and, of course, I don’t draw 
any lines between naturalized and native born because I have been 
brought up in this country 

The Carman. Strike that part of the question. A person who 
has taught in the public schools for 30 years ¢ 

Miss Luprns. Yes; I believe that the person who has taught for 
30 years with a most wonderful record of accomplishment should go 
teaching if she can hold on, in spite of the difficult conditions, if she 
cans I found 30 years enough, and I think that any such person should 
be looked upon with honor because she has been the mainsts vy of our 
educational system and of our democracy. I think it is a great honor 
to have taught. I consider it one of the greatest honors, and I would 
have continued if I weren’t just tired, the last few years, of conditions 
in schools, when our own little American children can’t read because 
they are crowded into classrooms. They have no seats. They are 
pushed on and all promoted together, whether they pass or not, with 
the scientific, you know, statement that “children shouldn’t be frus- 
trated, they must move on with their age group”; and I ask, “Are our 
American children who can’t read or write their own language frus- 
trated?” Why don’t they give them remedial teachers ? 

The Carman. You spent a year in Russia ? 

Miss Lupins. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Did you find the Russian children so much better 
off than the American people? Is that what you are trying to tell 
us ¢ 
Miss Luptns. You are trying to tell us. 
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The Cuatrman. Did you find the Russian children better educated ? 

Miss Luptns. I don’t know. I know they were trying to eliminate 
illiteracy. 

The Crarrman. What did you do over there? I thought you were 
interested in higher education. 

Miss Luprins. I taught adults in higher languages, all conducted in 
three subjects. I taught French, German, and English. I taught the 
English. 

Senator Easrnanp. Did you go to school in the Soviet Union ? 

Miss Luprns. I did not. 

The Crarrman. You must have been interested in finding out about 
the Russian system of education? Can you answer the question as to 
whether or not you think that at that time the Russian children were 
better educated and had better opportunities than the American 
children ? 

Miss Luprns. I can’t answer it in just your way. Let me try to 
answer it as I understand it. I know that they were building new 
buildings all over Russia. I know they were requisitioning old office 
buildings where they had no new ones, I know that they were eliminat- 
ing illiteracy. That is what I can tell you. Beyond that, I am really 
much more worried about our American children lest they become 
illiterates. I tell you Iam scared about what happens in the schools. 
I read a paper and I can’t make it out. ‘There aren’t two words spelled 
correctly. This is education not getting sufficient Federal aid. I am 
appalled, and I think you gentlemen really should be more interested 
in that. You are a committee to investigate conditions, in order to 
propose legislation. If you were really concerned with the education 
of our children, you would make an investigation of what is wrong 
with our schools, and you would make legislation. 

Senator Butter. We are doing that right now. 

Miss Luptns. Why are the classes overcrowded, our children not 
able to read and write? That is what you should be investigating now 
and not investigating what happened to the children about commu- 
nism, when you haven’t been able to produce one iota of evidence that 
anv child is being indoctrinated. 

Senator Jounsron. We are interested in what you teach the chil- 
dren. If some child would come to you and ask you: “What is the 
Korean war being fought about and for?” what would you tell them ? 

Miss Luprns. If you are interested in-—— 

Senator Jounston. Answer that question. 

Miss Luptns. Why don’t you get evidence ? 

Senator Jounston. Why are we having over 100,000 casualties in 
Korea ? 

Miss Luprys. I couldn’t tell you that. The generals could. 

Senator Jounston. I want you to tell me why we are fighting that 
war. 

Miss Luprns. You want me to tell you? 

Senator Jonnston. If one of your children had come into the 
schoolroom, what would you tell that child ? 

Miss Luprns. I never tell my children anything 
versial issues, pardon me. 

Senator Jounston. Don’t you say that 

Miss Luprns. I want to finish my sentence. I never tell my chil- 
dren anything about controversial issues. 


about contro- 
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Senator Jounsron. We are in a war. What would you tell them? 
Miss Luprns. May I fish? I say, on controversial issues of why 

are there so many people kuled inste: ue ofsomany. You go to sources, 
and they do research work. Anyone who comes into my classes finds 
many children out in the library doing research work, which the 
book librarians give them to find answers to all these controversial 
questions. I have no right—I have no right—— 

Senator Jonnsron. You, a teacher, would not tell them anything 
about the war? 

Miss Luprns. I have no right to put answers into my children’s 
mouths. That is what some of the teachers who don’t like our methods 
of teaching want to get rid of. They tell them things. They say 
“Hitler didn’t do anything except kill Jews. Otherwise he was all 
right.” 

They say “The Negroes” —— 

Senator Jounston. We do not want to get on any race question. 

Miss Lupins. I am sorry. That happens to be in the question you 
asked me. 

Senator Jonnston. I want to ask you one other question: If a child 
would ask you “Are you a Communist?” What would you tell him? 

Miss Luprns. What child would ever come and ask such a silly 
question ¢ 

Senator Jounston. What would you tell that child? 

Miss Luprns. You mean a child comes to a teacher ? 

Senator Jounston. Comes to you and asks: “Are you a Com- 
munist?” What would you tell that child? 

Miss Luprns. I would say to that child, “We have a secret ballot 
in this country, because people have freedom of conscience, freedom 
to vote as they want, and freedom to think as they want,” and I would 

give him a lesson in the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Morris. Miss Ludins, have you ever written for a Communist 
publication called The Challenge? 

Miss Luptns. That is one of those questions which I will refuse to 
answer, for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. That is, that your answer would incriminate you? 

Miss Luprns. For all the reasons I gave you. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know of a publication called The Challenge? 

Miss Lupins. I will refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that a publication called The Challenge 
was circulated at Evander Childs High School ? 

Miss Luprns. I will refuse to answer for the same reasons, 

Mr. Morris. Did you write for a publication circulated at the Evan- 
d or Childs High Se hool 7 M4 

Miss Luprns. I will refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Did you help edit that publication ? 

Miss Luprns. I will refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at the 
time The Challenge was being edited in Evander Childs High School ? 

Miss Luptns. I will refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Senator Easritanp. How about putting that in the record. 

Mr. Morris. We are not prepared to put that in the record at this 
time, sir. 
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Now, Miss Ludins, do you know of a Communist Party plan to 
organize 383 New York school teachers into an underground organi- 
zation patterned after a plan imported from Europe? 

Miss Luprins. I will refuse to answer for the same reasons, Mr. 
Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Miss Ludins, did you testify here today that you trav- 
eled in the Soviet Union for more than a year? 

Miss Lupins. Not for more than a year. 

Mr. Morris. For how long? 

Miss Luprns. For a year. 

Mr. Morris. One year exactly ? 

Miss Luprns. No; it may have been two summers. I guess that 
makes it more than a year, doesn’t it / 

Mr. Morris. Was it your testimony that you do not recall the name 
of one person who traveled with you at that time? 

Miss Luprns. I traveled alone and was put into groups. That is, 
I didn’t start—I went to Intourist and got passage, as everyone else 
did. I traveled, and I would mix up with different groups and I 
cannot understand why you are asking me that silly question, because 
I traveled in the same way, the American Express, in France and Eng- 
land. You are not asking me that question, 

Mr. Morris. Miss Ludins, do you want this committee to accept 
your testimony that you cannot today recall the name of one person 
that you met and traveled with in the Soviet Union in that time? 
Is that your answer ! 

Miss Luptns. I certainly think if I have traveled with so many 
people—this was 20 years ago, and I have traveled with so many 
people before and after that, if I were to remember all the people 
I traveled with for the last 20, 30 years ago, 1 really would not—— 

The Cuatrman. Can’t you tell us one person you associated with in 
1 year’s time? 

Miss Luprns. I can’t remember. They changed. It is a kaleido- 
scope of changing people, and I couldn’t. If you asked me now whom 
did I travel with in American Express in France, I assure you I 
couldn’t think of one. 

Senator EasrLanp. Answer the question “Yes” or “No 

Miss Luprns. Of course, I couldn’t remember whom I traveled with, 
these casual traveling acquaintances of 20 years ago. 

Mr. Morrts. Miss Ludins, based on your experience in the Soviet 
Union, does academic freedom exist there? 

Miss Luprns. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. You have been there. 

Miss Lupins. Yes; but I taught in the university where I taught 
English in a faculty where English was taught. 

Mr. Morris. Did academic freedom prevail at that faculty ? 

Miss Luprs. Well, I never had any infringement of my academic 
freedom. I can only say that. 

Mr. Morris. You never observed the academic freedom of other 
people? 

Miss Luprns. I never observed anything that would lead me to be- 
lieve they didn’t have it. Idon’t know. I could only answer on what 
I observed. I never observed anything. I was not subjected to any- 
thing. 


” 
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Mr. Morris. Did you observe that there was a strong democracy 
existing in the educational institutions of the Soviet Union at that 
time ¢ 

Miss Lupins. Well, I don’t know. I simply remember that at the 
faculty meetings there was the faculty and student representatives 
were invited to faculty meetings and the students would give little 
reports on what they thought should be improved. I don’t know. 
Do you call that democracy or not? I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. These other shortcomings that exist in the schools of 
the United States, which you have testified about at great length 


today, did th ‘y exist in the Soviet Union schools 
Miss Li . Of course they did. They didn ‘t have enough schools 
it that t me. They didn't have enough teac he rs or classrooms. Cer- 


tainly thev existed. 
Mr. Morris. Was an effort being made to make 1 P for those short- 


comings ¢ 

Miss Lupins. I saw new schools going up. I saw old oflice build- 
Ings being re ‘quis tioned for schools. 

Mr. amie, Did you see any evidence that political prisoners were 
being retained in concentration camps ¢ 

Miss Lupins. I ccs:ainly didn’t. I was interested in the schools. 


I didn’t see anything of the kind. 

Senator Weiker. Miss Ludins, when did you first become conscious 
of this crowded classroom condition in New York, the literacy the 
illiteracy of your students ¢ 

Miss Lupins. I think possibly it really began being a very serious 
problem during and after the Second Work | Wa r, you know, when I 
think it was during and after the Second World War that we felt it 
especially. The discipline pees lems which I understand the schools 
in New York are all discussing at every faculty meeting, I think have 
come In more recent times. 

Senator We_ker. Did you bring that to the attention, Miss Ludins, 
of any of your superiors ¢ 

Miss Luprns. At every faculty meeting I spoke up on that; yes. 

Senator WeLker. So that you had known of this condition for some 
years ¢ 

Miss Lupins. Yes; and I always brought it up before the faculty. 
The very last faculty meeting I attended. 

Senator WeL_krer. Why did you start the teaching of a new term and 
suddenly resign a month o1 two after the commencement of that term ? 

Miss Luptns. Because I thought that I would make a little more 
money, for one thing. I was still fresh from my vacation, I could 
take it, and then I really felt that going further would take a lot out 
of me. 

Senator Werker. You started the new term in August or 
September ? 

Miss Luprns. I started the new term in August or September and 
was feeling fine, and intended to continue. 

Senator We.xer. All of a sudden, in October, you continued to 
feel a little worse and you resigned ? 

Miss Luprns. If you know teachers, you know how they feel in 
October, when the first daily marks have to go in, the records have to 
be finished—you come back feeling fresh and wonderful, and you are 
just giving everything to your pupils, your love for them and all. 











SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 497 


A month later, from conditions existing, from everything, 35 in a 
classroom, 40, they say, “Hand in slips if you have over 8,” they take 
out 2 and the next d: Ly they put in 10 more and the next d ay you say, 
“Haven't I really served my country and the schools enough in 30 
years?” It is time I took a rest. 

Senator Wetxer. This little letter or order to appear before the 
board did not h: - any effect on your health and well-being? 

Miss Luprns. I feel wonderful. I had a wonderful painting trip 
and feel fine, and the words of that movie I saw last night, I have the 
feeling that not only the teachers, but all of the people of our country 
are going to see that there is an end of this thing which is making us 
i laughingstock in Europe. 

lL have been reading something from Switzerland or somewhere. 
They say, “These congressional committees, these fears,” and this I 
tell you, it hurts me. 

Senator WreLker. I imagine it does. 

Miss Luptns. You may well imagine. I thought you would. It 
hurts to think that European countries which we have always looked 
upon as imperfect democracies, can now be saying that our democracy 
is being dwindled. 

Senator WeLker. After seeing the picture show last night, and you 
told me you feel so good, do you feel so good that you would like to 

testify before the board in New York, which you refused to appear 
before in October ? 

Miss Luprns. I gave you all my reasons. 

Senator WetKer. But you do not feel so good that you want to go 
back and testify ? 

Miss Lupins. I told you I lost respect for that board, with their 
methods of inquiry similar to this committee. 

Senator WeL_ker. You have lost respect for the board of education 4 

Miss Lupins. I have lost respect for the methods they use. 

Let me tell you, when I think of the thousands of boys and girls 
who will read this article, will read this article with “Tima” in quotes, 
and they have known me all their lives, they will lose respect for our 
Government, and that is tragic. They will lose respect for our Con- 
gressmen. ‘They will say “Framing a person,” when they know her 
name was always Tima Ludins. 

I am afraid that cynicisms will creep into the hearts of the children 
who knew me all their lives, and teachers, and other people, to think 
this story got out of this committee. 

Senator Jounston. You testified that you have never gone under 
an assumed name. You testified that? 

Miss Lupins. I told you that every one of those children, teachers, 
everyone knows me, all teachers in the school know my name, and they 
would be horrified to think that a Senate committee is trying to frame 
me by this cloak-and-dagger story. 

Senator WetKer. Don’t you think, Miss Ludins, that many of the 
thousands of students you have taught would be thrilled to hear you 
say before a congressional] commitee, “No; I am not now or ever have 
been a member of the Communist Party ?” 

Miss Luprns. They would be very thrilled, I think, to hear me say 
“J will not become a party to the destruction of the Bill of Rights, 
which gives people the freedom of conscience, the freedom of speech, 
the freedom of thought, and the freedom of association.” If they 
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wouldn't be happy to hear me say that I would be very unhappy 
myself, but I think they would. 

Senator WELKER. Supposing some of your students would be hap 
pening to be carrying a rifle on the frozen foxholes of Korea. Would 
they be happy to learn that Tima Ludins refused to answer? 

Miss Lupins. They would probably recall the wonderful times they 
had. 

Senator WeLker. I am certain they would. 

Miss Lupins. When we had debating in class. One side say this 
and then another and another, “I accept this” and other would say 
“I suspend judgment. I haven’t enough information on this.” They 
would be proud of me, I think. 

Senator WELKER. I imagine that. 

The Cuatrman. Miss Ludins, do you recall writing this letter: 

First I traveled in Europe to places where I had never been before: then in 
the Soviet Union—in the Caucasus Crimea on the Black Sea. I feel that I have 
been particularly fortunate in being here at this period when Russia is building 
a new world—always a stimulating process—but especially here where they 
had to begin from the very foundations in many respects. The enthusiasm 
with which they have seized upon the work and their complete faith in the sound- 
ness of the structure has carried them through in spite of the most unbelievable 
difficulties. Everybody is studying to prepare for the tremendous demands 
being made here on man’s abilities, and training. The number of engineering 
schools, factory schools, music schools, and schools in every possible special 
field, is overwhelming. No one who knew the proverbially lazy worker of 
Czarist times, could believe that these are the same people. 

Miss Luprns. I don’t remember that I wrote that. 

The Cuamman. You do not remember ? 

Miss Lupins. How could I remember what I wrote 20 years ago? 
I am not that much of a prima donna to remember everything I 
wrote. 

The Cuarrman. I hand you this letter marked “Exhibit 7.’ 

Miss Luprns. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. And ask if you recall writing that letter. 

(Document handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Morris. That is your handwriting, Miss Ludins? 

Miss Luprins. Let me look at it. Let me look at it. 

Mr. Morris. That’s your handwriting? 

Miss Luprns. I don’t remember. 

Senator Butter. Write something on that pad. 

Mr. Morris. Write something on that pad. “My big year is about 
to come to anend.” Will you write that sentence ? 

Miss Luprns. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. “My big year is about to come to an end,” would you 
also continue on writing, Miss Ludins: “It has flown by so quickly.” 

Miss Luprns. Oh, dear, you are giving me an assignment. 

Mr. Morris. “That I can hardly re: lize its passing.” 

Miss Luprns. Is there going to be much more? 

Mr. Morris. One more sentence: “This year has”——— 

Miss Luprns. Just a minute. Just a minute. May I consult my 
counsel? I don’t know what you are trying to do, because I don’t 
know what you are going to give the press, you see. I have seen an 
example of what you give the press. 

(The witness conferred with her attorney. ) 
Miss Luprns. May I see it again, please, to make sure? 
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Mr. Morris. I wish you would write the other sentence: “This year 
has been extraordinarily rich in experience for me.” 

Miss Lupins. Now, may I look at it again just to make sure? 

(Document handed to witness again.) 

Miss Luprns. Better than my writing has been since, if it is mine. 
I think it might be. As a matter of fact, you see, I wrote this to 
the principal of my school, if that is the one I wrote. I don’t know 
whether this is it, or whether some ‘body, some forger me written it, 
and imitated my handwriting. But this is probably the letter that 
I wrote to my principal, while I was there, to tell him something about 
education and all. 

As a matter of fact, gentlemen, I told you yesterday that when 
I returned I gave a 1- hour speech to the faculty, as every teacher 
was asked to give, who was away on leave. When she came back 
she was asked to give a speech in the faculty, and my speech was 
on education in the Soviet Union. And I gave a long speech, which 
is maybe on the record. So, you see, for a person who is supposed 
to be a mysterious underground Tima, it is a funny thing for her 
to write this in an open way and give a 1 hour’s speech in that 
faculty. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, you were quite impressed with the 
building of the new world in Russia ¢ 

Miss Lupins. I was impressed with the number of schools they 
were building, with the office buildings they were converting into 
schools. I was very much impressed—I remember I spoke of that 
in that 1-hour talk I gave—at the treatment of prisoners whom they 
kept in this one place ‘that I visited, some little vill: age place, Prisoner 
Village, they called it. I was impressed with the fact that the chil- 
dren—that mothers who worked could leave their children free with- 
out cost ata nursery. And there are many things that impressed me, 
and when I told the teachers, they were interested. 

The Cuarrman. What was the subject of your 1-hour talk? 

Miss Luprns. Education in the Soviet Union. I told them about 
the national minorities in the Caucasus 

The CHarrMan. Wait a minute. You have testified that you did 
not know whether or not there was academic freedom in the Soviet 
Union. 

Miss Lupins. I answered that, I thought, in great detail. I told you 
that I was not conscious of any lack of it in my own case, or did not 
observe any in the school where I taught. Beyond that, I cannot tell 
you. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may the letter, the handwriting of 
which has been acknowledged by Miss Ludins, together with the paper 
on which she wrote 

Miss Lupins. By the way, I would like to say I was writing on this 
felt which is difficult to write on. 

Mr. Morris. May the letter, together with the paper on which she 
wrote be marked as “Exhibits Nos. 7 and 7A”? 

The Cuarrman, It may be marked as “Exhibits Nos. 7 and 7A,” and 
will be received for the record. 

(The documents referred to were received for the record and are as 


follows :) 
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Mr. Morrts. Miss Ludins, is it the understanding of this committee 
that you will not deny in this record that you ever used another name 
than Tima Ludins? 

Miss Luprns. I told you that with the way the committee works I 
am not going to say a thing about a name for the reasons I gave you. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you refuse to answer the question 
whether or not you have ever been known by any other names ¢ 

Miss Luprns. I will not answer any questions because I see how 
you handle an honest answer that I have no other name. You per- 
verted that to something mysterious. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell this committee whether or not you 
ever used another name? 

Miss Luprns. I will not answer that question when I see—— 

Mr. Morris. Why will you not answer that? What reason is that? 

Miss Luprns. For all the reasons I have given you, together with 
the one I am giving now, that I have observed how this committee has 
falsely given the impression that the name which I have been known 
by was an underground name. 

Mr. Morris. Can you supply this committee with any evidence that 
John Lautner has ever been a paid informer ? 

Miss Lupins. What I read in the newspapers. 

Mr. Morris. You have no evidence ? 

Miss Luptins. Of course not—only what I read in the newspapers 
here. 

Mr. Morris. In what newspaper have you read that ? 

Miss Luprns. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. Will you get whatever evidence or information you 
have to base that statement on and supply it to the committee ? 

Miss Luptns. No; I don’t keep it. I read the papers and throw 
them away. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you have no evidence or information ¢ 

Miss Luprns. Just what I read. 

Mr. Morris. And you cannot recall what you read or where you 
read it? 

Miss Luprns. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. Yet you are willing to come here in a public committee 
and make statements about a witness whose sworn testimony has been 
given to this committee ? 

Miss Luprns. I told you I read that the man is a paid informer. I 
didn’t give evidence or provide proof. I made an honest statement. 
I have read he is a paid informer. That is as far as I know. I don’t 
know anything else about paid informers. 

Mr. Morris. And you will not tell this committee whether or not 
you have attended secret meetings of the Communist Party ? 

Miss Luprns. I told you I will not answer questions of that kind. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell whether or not you organized in con- 
nection with May Miller and John Lautner these 500 schoolteachers in 
an underground plan which had been imported from Europe? 

Miss Luprns. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Senator Henprickson. Miss Ludins, you were in Russia for about 
1 year, 1932 to 1933, was it? 

Miss Luprns. Yes. 
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Senator Henprickson. As I recall your testimony—and I am sorry 
I came in late, you said that while you were over there your interest 
was In the schools / 

Miss Lupins. Yes. 

Senator Hrenprickson. And not in such things as concentration 
camps, and that type of thing! 

Miss Luprns. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. Now, I gather you are interested in schools, 
too. You have charged this committee indirectly with not being 
interested in the public school system and = schools generally in 
America. 

Miss Luprins. Yes; that is right. 

Senator Henprickson. In other words, you said, “You gentlemen 
should be interested in the schools.” IT want to assure you, as one mem- 
ber of this committee, and I am sure my colleagues have exactly the 
same feeling for their country and schools, that I am tremendously 
interested in the schools. 

Miss Lupins. I am very happy to know that. 

Senator Henprickson. I would like you to tell me, then, as of 1932 
and as of 1933, how the schools in Russia compared to the schools in 
(merica ¢ 

Miss Luprns. I cannot tell you how the schools in Russia compared 
with the schools in America, except in the way I have already an- 
swered. I have told you they had very bad conditions. That was 


L932. They were building new schools. They were adding floors to 
old schools. They were requisitioning office buildings for schools. I 


also have told you that out in the country they were working to elimi- 
nate illiteracy among the peasants. That is what I can tell you. 

Senator Henprickson. Let me ask this simple question: Were the 
Russian schools up to the standards of American schools ¢ 

Miss Luptns. What do vou mean by “standards” ? 

Senator Henprickson. In any respect ? 

Miss Lupins. There are all kinds of meanings for “standards.” 

Senator Henpricxson. Were the buildings—— 

Miss Lupins. Physically, the conditions were very difficult there, 
very diflicult. 

For instance, they didn’t always have fuel. Now, certainly that is 
not true of our schools. Our schools are well heated. 

Senator Hrenprickson. How about the teaching staff ? 

Miss Lupins. About the teaching staff? Those in my faculty in 
the Knelish department seemed to be well qualified, but they were 
very eager to have Englishmen or Americans who used the language 
fluently. But they had their own people who had studied in England. 

Senator Hrnprickson. Were they as well qualified as our own 
teachers ? 

Miss Luprns. They spoke English well. I wasn’t in their class- 
rooms much. 

Senator Henprickson. You spoke Russian ? 

Miss Luprns. I spoke English. You see, that was the purpose of 
this school, to have all their subjects in this college in English, French, 
or German, according to whatever language they were specializing in. 

Senator Henprickson. You testified, as I understood your testi- 
mony, that schools in New York were in very bad condition at the time 
vou left? 
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Miss Luprns. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. For how long was the teaching poor ? 

Miss Luprins. I didn’t say the teaching was poor. 

Senator Henpricxson. You said the pupils came to you unable to 
spell, unable to read and write. 

Miss Luprns. That is right. 

Senator Henprickson. You are a high-school teacher? 

Miss Luprins. That is right. 

Senator Henpricxson. And the children had gone all the way 
through the grade schools, on through grammar school, and were 
unable to spell ¢ 

Miss Luptns. Let me tell you why. 

Senator Henprickson. And were unable to read and write. Isn’t 
that what you said? 

Miss Luprns. I didn’t say unable to read or write. I said one could 
hardly make out what they wrote, and they had great difficulty in 
ge tting the thought out of the } yrinted page. 

Senator Henprickson. So th: at our schools in New York, as of the 
year you left the teaching system, were in deplorable condition ¢ 

Miss Luptns. Very deplorable. 

Senator Henpricxson. How do those schools at that time compare 
with the schools in Russia in 1932 % 

Miss Luprns. I wasn’t a supervisor. I don’t know what went on 
outside of my classroom. I am not a supervisor. I don’t know what 
standards they had. 

Senator Henprickson. I have gathered from your testimony here 
today that you know quite a bit about teaching. 

Miss Luprns. I told you I saw new buildings being built. I was im- 
pressed at the a when things were very bad there that old buildings 
were being requisitioned and that in the country the peasants were 
being taught, peasants who never wrote or read. 

I want to correct one impression. Our teachers are doing a noble 
work. Not for a minute did I say our teachers are teaching poorly. 
They are doing the most noble work in the world under the most ad- 
verse conditions. I think they should be honored and not dragged to 
committees for questions of this kind. 

Senator Henprickson. You were in a high school class? 

Miss Lupins. Where do you mean? 

Senator Henprickson. In New York. 

Miss Luprns. Yes. 

Senator Henpricxson. What proportion of the pupils that came 
under your supervision were on the illiterate side? 

Miss Luprns. You see, we give them reading tests, and I don’t 
remember the exact percentage. I did have it. But the reading tests 
are standardized tests, and you judge whether a school is below or not, 
you judge whether a class is below standard. 

I will tell you this: We have what is called remedial reading classes, 
where we put these children to get remedial reading. They should 
be in classes of 10,5. Of course, we are doing the best we can. So we 
get 25 or 30. Those classes are increasing by leaps and bounds, and it 
is very sad, because these children are not bad children. They are 
good children, as all children are if treated correctly. Their only 
trouble is they get into all sorts of disciplinary problems because they 
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can’t follow what is going on in an ordinary class. That is a tragedy. 

Senator Henprickson. How many students would you have in one 
of your classes on an average ¢ 

Miss Luprns. When we had 38 or over, we were supposed to report 
ind send the names in, which we did. But, as I say, at the time I left, 
because I just couldn’t take that. I would learn all their names. I 
would have 40. 1 would send in slips and say, “I have over 38.” The 
chairman, who did his very best—they all did their best—would take 
out 2 and I would be left with 38, but the next day new children came 
in and I would find myself with 42 and I would have to learn their 
names and start all over. And I tell you, it was hard, and I said, 
“After all this time, Iam entitled to leave.” 

Senator Henprickson. How many children would be in a compara 
ble Russian class / 

Miss Lupins. I don’t remember. They may have had more or less. 
I suppose it depends on the kind of class. T wouldn't know. You 
can’t say that any more than I can say how many children are in a class 


here. There are some with many more than others. I have taught 
some classe a. exceptional children, honor school, W ith 25, 30. 
Senator Henprickson. It is a little difficult for me to understand 


that vou, a teacher with the tremendous interest you have in teaching, 
would go to a foreign country and look into the educational field and 
not remember some of these facts. 

Miss Luprns. I am oly Ing you the things that I know as a teacher. 
You don’t want me to make up information, do you, of things that 
happened ~U vears ago ¢ You don’t want me to do that / 

Iam only telling you what I know and can remember. IT remember 
echools were being built. 

Senator Henprickson. The only thing you have remembered today, 
as far as I am concerned, about your experience in Russia, was this 
work on the faculty. 

Miss Luprns. Yes. 

Senator Henprickson. At the university, and the new buildings 
that were going up. 

Miss Luprins. No. And I visited these kindergartens for children, 
where mothers leave their children as they 20 tO work in the morning, 
and they are fed there and sleep there, and they call for them, and 
they don’t pay for that. And TI also visited other schools. You don’t 
want the lecture that I gave to my faculty? I also told them how 
children who had propensities to tuberculosis were put in separate 
schools, where they were not even sent home, where they stayed and 
were given certain diets and care. 

Senator Henprickson. And was that service verv well rendered ? 

Miss Luprns. IT wasn’t in the school. T visited the school and saw 
the tubercular children, who were not even sent home, lest they get 
the w rong diet. 

Senator Henprickson. You have seen service to underprivileged 
children in our own schools, have you not ? 

Miss Luprns. Yes. 

Senator Hrenprickson. How did the two services compare? 

Miss Luprns. You are asking me a question which is hard to answer. 
because we have no schools where children stay and are boarded be- 
cause they are tubercular and need special care. Children who haven’t 
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tuberculosis, but whose family history has. It is hard to answer ques- 
tions like that, without saying something I am not authorized to say 
by my own experience. 

Senator Henprickson. I have no further questions. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions by any member of 
the committee ? 

Senator Werkxer. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. Senator Welker. 

Senator WeLKrr. Miss “_—re I think this question was asked you 
and I believe you answered, but I want to ask you, to be sure it is in 
the record: Have you or have you not ever edited a Communist publi- 
cation named and called “The Challenge”? 

Miss Luprns. I answered that several times. I said I refused 
answer for the same reasons. 

The CHarrman. The witness will stand aside at this time. 

I want to make this statement. This subcommittee had scheduled 
for today five additional teachers who have been heard in executive 
session, where the evidence clearly shows their having been members 
of the Communist Party. 

They have asked for time to think over the question of presenting 
to the subcommittee a full statement of their past records. 

The subcommittee is interested prim: arily in exposing and destroy- 
ing the Communist conspiracy and its agents. It is not interested in 
victimizing or publicizing people who are sincerely repentant of any 
share they may have had in that movement and w ho are tod: ay sincere sly 
loval to the United States. 

Following a policy of full tolerance and consideration of the cir- 
cumstances 1n each particular case, the subcommittee has decided at 
this time to postpone testimony of the other witnesses previously 
planned for this public session. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman, will these five additional witnesses 
be called before the committee at a later date ? 

The Cuarrman. They certainly will. 

At this time we will stand ape ned. 

(Where upon, at 12:30 p.m. 1. the committee recessed, subject to call.) 
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